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Dxbridge. 4 
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— 4 


90 3 in the ſame Town. 


it - ” 


4 


- Publiſhed by os Waters bis Verl 
| - Vindication. | 


— — 


— 
— 


— 


* 
- 
ry 
* 
« p 
- 
=” 
* 
= * 
- 
— = —_— 
* 
— 
—— — OO” ORG — 
. TI 
T7 a 2320 
— 2 
* * 
— * 
* 
£ 4 4 A * — 
* -- _ . — 


B „ 


* #F 
— 
Ol 
* 
„ * „ 
& £ 
7 0 wo 
* 


. ” & 
* 
Oo 
o 
* 
* — — 
Pp - — 
W Ee - 
* 


„N 
/ 
TY 


* 
4 
- 


2 1 
* ' * 
* a 
— 0 0 e. " 
4 4 > — % 144 = 28 


4 
. * y 
Aa 
. 
” „ = 
# a” „ 1 8 
0 * » " } * 
. . 4 % 
4. . . 4 - * 
” 4 '% F 
> * 
0 . * * — 
* * 


o 
2 0 
a 
Y 
1 
N 9 
© os 
® *% * 
2 8 1 
„1 
CY * * , 
4 
8 4 - 
* 
6 . 
* 
* _ - 
a » 
#a, + *; Fig 
” . TXT 
4#*, 
* 
* * 
«Ss © 
* . 
LM. 
\ 
CG 
. was PL 
# 4 . 71 
. « p : 
» & 14 29 9 
1 * 28 
, "Oo mM aGey 
* 
" ry rY 
F 17 
- « 1 
— . 
——— 


ST, 


4 — — i 


— 


1 
| 
| 
1 
'} 
' | 
N 


— — 


„ 


— 


Unity 
ever 
bither 
bliſhe 
that 


only tl 


ſon to 


er, that it procures them the 
Reſpect amonſt all thoſe who are not acted by a Spirit of 


KE 


p1 R k FA CE 


8 K is on Duty to able peace and 


Fellow- Cbriſfians, and it is a comely 
= thing for Brethren to dwell together in 
Unter, Pſal. 133. 1. So 1 can tray ſay, that this has 

ever been my Practice in all the Places of my Reſidence 
bitherto, and particularly with my Brethren of the Eſta- 
bliſhed Church. It could never enter into my Thoughts, 
that different Sentiments or Practices which concern 


only the externals of Religion, can be 4 ſufficient Rea- 


ſon to exempt i from that Obligation we are under 
Tree thoſe that profeſs the Tame Faith, andſerve 

ſame Lord. Nor do I yet underſtand, what ſhould 
hinder, but that the Miniſters of hriſt, tho of dif- 
ferent Contminions,” might afford mutual Help and 
Encouragement to Mo other in advancing the Com- 
mon Intereſt of Chriſtianity* and the good of Souls, 
without quarvelling about thoſe Points wheyein they differ. 
This (Bleſſed be God) bas been, and is W 
done in ſome few Pariſhes of this Kinydim : I wiſh it 
were ſo in more. I am ſure, the Moi 
tholick Temper of ſome Conformit ' who" c 3 
an amicable Correſpondence with their entin 
thren, is ſo far from being a Blemifh ro their 0151 
greater Veneration as 


Bigottry, but by the genuin Spirit of Chriſtianity. 
A 2 Happy 


Concord, as far as we can, with all our 


etation and Ca- 


| 
| 
| 


g The PREFACE. 

Happy were it for this diſtrafted Nation, if ſuch an 
excellent Spirit did more prevail in the midſt of ut. 
For this would mightily tend to allay thoſe unnatural 
Animoſities which bave too long continued amongſt us 
already, and bave very much encreaſed of later 
Tt hg. og : L 


But alas ! ſuch narrow-Soul'd Creatures are ſome, 
and ſo addicted to their own Party, that they will 
bardly allow any to be Chriſtians in "this Kingdom, 
that are not conſtant Members of their Engliſh Catho: 
lick Church, nor own thoſe as Bretbren in the Miniſtry 
(either bere or in Foreign Parts) who were not Or- 
ound ty the bands of 2 No wonder then, 

that Diviſions daily enereaſe, and à nearer Union of 
Evgliſh-Proteſtants 2 fo or the preſental moſt deſpaired 
| 70 N.. ſucb Uncatholick Principles as theſe are 
29 9292 ſpread amongſt us, and thoſe that moſt 
d them, are now fo much in Vogue, . and 
— 9104 oy as the moſt bearty Friends to: : 
5 Wet monde, that toe Weriy ber wiſe 
Zreat Learning, Fiety and Moderation, make t 
tbe br bteſt 17 of tbe. Church leaſt valued 
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mours Th, Shift while they evidently 
y the. 


moſt Herce and uncharitable Sirit to- 
bo Affen from them in the leaſt Functilio 
<-1) ciplone, or ment be they otbermiſe 


ox tn Dodrine, blameleſs in Conver- 
| 5 ae te i Ace a 
ech with then, d t e 44 0k 42 
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Per 


1 wiſh i were not. fall 28 to do 255 ; 
4 Gentleman. of this Char 


for then we might 
terhaps have aſſiſted each other ſurcels fully in the ſet⸗- 
vice, of our. Common. Lord and Maſter in this Tar. 
The ata M. which. (enen thoſe, who, are not m 
e aſt own, have all carried it towards. mc 
b great. Reſp ever ſince I came. hither. 14y 
N 


t J cannot but. acknowledge. Not ſhould 
on 22 


is dot with them, whoſe civil department 
4 2 Controwerſie between Ar. Jacques 
fell, did not Neceſſity e me Na. 
1 Hake, of my Miniltry waa, 
Wy eG, and no leſs 25 85 APE > (wit 
any Provcation on my part) bim autempt to 
4 blaſt” A Fox, ſhortly after F ca ik at this Flace, 
. is now. Eleven Tears fe 5 Rand bad had 
leaſt 81115 le. with one ante; endeavour'd 
bo 1 the N 82 df formiſt Miniſters in general 
as, wery Ware 104 Ignorant Aden; pretended 
10 y. were no A. ; and that the Sacrament. of 
the Lord's Supper. 8 1 5 Sacr ement, . as 
A 155 ee e — — 
A upon his i ga Pane ſeveral of my Hear 


w * \ } \V 


ers.: to whom 47 ka 7 55 N 5 r, 8 
1 bo o di fach. Hiunding 
DIY 1 Eejine/ Vineſs as . to dif 


Ng wild M tions as theſe abu this Town,' and 
N to diſparage nat only, my Miniſtry, he 
that of all other 17 255 wha were not of the. gre- 
latigal. Party: I m KA. could not exjoy that 
Friendly Society with 45 which, I bad enjoyed with: the 
Worthy Miniſters of Three ever al Pariſhes, -whoxe 
I bad reſided juſt. before my coming hither. Hade ke 
only pretended that our Ordination was lrregular, o- 
ing it at the ſame time ta be 11 6 and ſhewing that 
n which became a C brift ＋ ee bis Dyfſett- 
"my 


"Ez ing Brethren) I ſhould not bade thoupht the matter 


Te PREPACE. 


worth 4 Conteſt. At leaſt we might, notwithſtanding 
different Sentiments berein, bave aſſiſted each other in 
the Ser dite of Chriſt in this Place, without any Jarrmgs 
and Diſcord. But baving to do with one that was fe- 
folved to maintain no Brotherly Union with ez 1 
was mceſſitated to ſtand upon my juſt "Defenſe. ; To 
this purpoſe Mr. Edm: Bl. (a Fadiclous Per ſon of m 
Conpregation ) being. aſſaulted by Mr. J. for bearing 
and receiving the Sacrament in my Congrepation, 
15 * that 1 ſhould meet him at bis Brother's, (one 
"of Mr. J's intimate Friends) and there in à Friend] 

mammer Diſcourſe with him about this Point of Ordina- if 
tion. This Propoſal Ar. J. ſeemed at firſt to approve ; 
but preſently changing bis mind, ſaid be would debate 


the matter with me in Writing, (as being a better Me- 
bod) and that be would 44s Fond. ms 4 Letter. 
© This the Caſe ſtood for ſeveral Weeks, in which I in 
vain waited for this promiſed Letter. And under- 
Pandirg by ſeveral, bat be was ſtill very Clamorous 
in running down the Non-conformiſts Preachers as 
no Miniſters; I tbougbt it bigh time to ſend to him. 
Tv my Letter be ſome-time after gave an ' Anſwer ; 
Bu before I badicifhre to ſend bim a' Reply, Ireceiv'd 
om him a ſhort, but malicious Letter. | Wherein be 
uud fain provoke me to prove the Church of England 4. 
guilty of Schiſm, that 4 mig bt trepad me in i ¶ /onabi 
Wards. This a; reed very well with thoſe odd tbreat · ¶ Odi 
wings which ſome of bis Intimates bad unawares drop - one 0) 
about the Town at the ſame time + which furtber l beſide 


* 


ſhews the Spirit of the Aan. When 1 had ſent my belt, 
\Reply-40 bis two Letters, I expecked a Vindication off ny F 
nor 01 


"bis Arguments, and ſome attempt at leaſt to invali- 
date my Anſwers. But inſtead thereof be ſent me ano- 
ſber piece of "Railing," expreſſing much vexation, 4 

3 pes . < *, y by 3” - .: 4 1 


The PREFACE: 
he could not tade bold of op ward of iy Lent, 
phich might bring me into Trouble, © Muy be left my 
tiers (as I was inform d) for 'ſeveral days in the 
mas of an r Gentleman (an Attorney) they 
wing in the Town, in order to ſearch for ſach Words 
as might make me _Obnoxious. But this Gentleman 
vas too boneft and generous to ſubſerve ſo baſe'a Dein: 
And therefore returned the Papers to My, ]. — 
ſwering his Expectations. 0 OR bet 


1 


* 
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Aſter this we lived pretty quietly for 4 great white” 
For tho" by one © Accident or other we bappen'd to come 
pogether ſeveral times, and occaſions were more than 
e's Pre given me to debate. about theſe Points 7 1 
ngionſly avoided all Diſcourſes of them, as being 

well aſſured, they would produce nothing but fruitlefs 
Wrangling. Nay I was ſo averſe to every thing that 
might renew the Flames of Contention, that 7 never ſo 
much as ſhewed our Letters to above two or three F 19 
Congregation, tho often Sollicited thereto, But all 
the Moderation 1 have manifeſted bitherto, has not 
been ſufficient to keep Mr. J. from breaking out into 
im. Jeg indecent RefledFions not only on my Jelf and, 
Je Brethren at home, but on thoſe Foreggn Prote. 
tant Mimiſters and Churches who are not Prelativat 
Hence it 3s, that be lately (witbout the leaſt occafidn 
ngland adminiſtred on my part, ds is well known) very p 
in my /onably and baugbtily began to Ouarrel with me about 
cbreat fy Ordination, and falſely pretended ſometbing to be in 
's arop- one of my Letters which canzot there be An ay 
urtberbeſides bis inſulting Carriage at that time toward: my 
t ny ſelf, be ſoon after furiouſly Aſſaulted My. Sc. one of 
tion off y Hearers, becauſe be would not deſert my Asi fry, 
invali-y nor own me to be = Lapman: And further in a rid. 
me ano. culous manner told bim, be would lay a Guinea, that 
1, tha did not dare to prove my ſelf a Miniſter, My. Sc. 
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r K E F A 0 1 
of Ordination in thife Papers K. Eb Twas oWiged, 
| on the Defetiſive, ow to anſwer what Ar. J. 
vas pleaſed to offer in this Argument. Which whether 
ice bave ſofficiently done or err rp Ao 
now judge. Indeed I expeBted((and'with good Rea 
OY ik J. would have further defended bis — 
| — 1 which won ld bade given me à fair occaſion 
1 s in à clearer light, and more | 
72 Particulars, which I bad in m Letter 
wt ht towched.- F nd J. think fit yet to do it 
4 — talen from Scripture, I will conſier 
Iiairly what be ſhal of , and notwithſtanding my little 
eiſwre-endeavour 40 gie bim Satisfaction, either by 
owning my miſtalcs sf be can convince me of ſueh 5 or 
hefty furt her Vindication of the wd bim oppoſed. * 


"ay: My ert wy: 
1 I. Waters. 
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* The Learned Mr. Flames Owen has fully proved the Va- 

lidity of our -Otdination in his two Books of this SubjeR. 

Va my Worthy and Judicious Friend Mr. Calamy, in a Book 
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Grace. To which are added, A brief Diſcourſe 


the Two Great Points of the Pardon of Sin, and 
of Faith in Jeſus Chriſt: With an Anſwer to the 
Octavo. 


lection of Funeral Diſcourſes, in Od avo. 


PE: 8: 7 IG 8: 2 de e 
Books Printed for John Lawrence at the Angel 
„ ei ele de 


1 H E Works of the Reverend q Mr. Stepben 
Charnock, in 2 Volums, Folio. | 


Frercitations Critical, Philoſophical; Hiſtorical, 


and Theological. On ſeveral important Places in 


the writings of the Old and New Teſtaments, in 
Two Parts. By John Edwards, D. D. in OGavo; 

Practical Diſcourſes on ſeveral important Sub- 
jects, viz. A Diſcourſe of the Children of Holy 
Parents. Eight Diſcourſes of the Covenant of 


of lafant Baptiſm. A Sermon before the Lord- 
Mayor. By the late Reverend Mr. Nathanael 
Taylor, in Odtavo. | 

— His Anſwer to Dr. Sheylock's Caſes and 
Letter of Church Communion, as ſumm'd up in 
the Abridgement of the London Caſes: And the 
Diſſenters vindicated from the Charge of Schiſm. 
OFavo. | | p aud 8 0 —— a 
— His Preſervative againſt Deiſm. Shewing 
the great Advantage of Revelation above Reaſon it 
a Future State of Happineſs, in OdaSso. 
— His Diſcourſe of the Nature and Neceſlity 


Pleas of our Modern Unitarians for the ſufficiency 
of bare Morality, or meer Charity to Salvation 


— His Diſcourſe of Infant-Baptiſm. Twelves 
Mr. Shower's' Mourners Companion : Being a Col! 


The Whole Concern of Man, or what he 
ought to know and do in order to Eternal Sal 
vation, with . Private and Family Deyotions 
Twelves. ; | | 
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it appear to be Falſe. For to ſay (as you have done) 
that we are no Mini ters; and conſequently, that 
we are but Uſurpers of an Office that belongs not to 
us; and that A o Minifterial Acts are of no Au- 
thority or Efficacy, becauſe your Biſhops have not 
laid Their Hands on us; is a much heavier Cri- 
mination, than barely to ſay our Ordination is Irre- 
gular. And yet even this ( if I miſtake not ) would 
be too difficult for you to undertake to prove ; 
and much more to pretend our Miniſtry to be 
invalid. Wherefore having in vain waited for a 
Conſiderable time, to ſet what Reaſons vu would 
offer fot the abt of yobr uncharirable Opinioh, 
L 10 it 3 U 1 for tle to demand yout Reaſons, 

ould be inttrpteted a 125 act 18051 

1 nt Atte ſtice of Four Von And trul 
thin 


y elf 96 Name of 10 
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ite ol Part 


upon the the Reformed Chilrebes, as 
well as upon Ac 1 the Yali$ty of ovr 

Migiſtry for n G ee 1K. 
Oe ane ould fend che in Writing the Groinds 
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then bs vbliged in Conſcience and Honour, to Ac» 
knowledge your Rafhmeſs in this Matter, to the 
preventing that Vacbaritabteneſs which your Error 
may poſſibly produce. 

In Order hereunto you ought. 1. To Explain 
What you mean by Epiſcopal Ordination ; and not to 
_ Sedvte and Amuſe the People by Ambiguity of 
Words. And if you mean Impoſition of the Hands 
of thoſe Biſhops who are Dioceſan. ( as you muſt 
Jo, or You ſay nothlug to the purpoſe) Then, 2. 

od are tb prove, that Ordination by ſuch is E, 
ſential to the Miniſtry of the Goſpel, and that by 
Vertue of Divine Inſtitution. For other Proofs 1 
oſteetn of 46 Weight or Strength. If you do not this, 
_ ſp&k-nt'to the Queſtion in Debate. For [ 

far from diſowning Ordination by - Biſhops, 


(ſoch I mean as the Scriptures deſeribe) having 


my ſelf been Ordained by ſuch. So that your Work 
is not to Prove, that Epiſcopal Ordination is requi- 
red to the Miniſtry of the Word, ( for in this we 
are both agreed) but to make appear, that whoſo- 
eve? N hot Ordaintd by a Dioceſan, is ( for that ve- 
ry Readon) #6 rue Ainiſter of Chrift, which is the 
Poſitiof you aſſerted. . oo gl i. 
This is what I claim from you; as that which 
you are in Juſtice bound to do, if you are able; 
rElfz to acknowledge, that you have unadviſtdly 
endtavoured to leſſen the Reputation of one, who 
(norwithſtanding our ſligiiter Differences) was 
willing to Malntain a fair Correſpondence with 
you, andis Mil willing to ktep Peace, as far às. in 
les with all Men. However if you parſue 
your Deſign of Vilifying my — L ſhall not 
be diſcouraged from defending the Cauſe of thoſe 
Reformed Churches, both Abroad and at Home, 


whoſe Miniſters you have endeavour'd to wound 
"1 B 2 through 


. 
through my fide. For J am confident, that hat- 
ever is wanting in the Defendant, will be ſuffici- 
ently ſ#pplied by the Goodneſs of the Cauſe; which 
will always ſtand firm againſt all the Impotent At- 
tacks of Error and Schiſm, tho' gilded over with 
Great Names and Splendid Titles. Nor ſhall I ceaſe 


to maintain Truth, nor be aſhamed to Write in | 
its Vindication, as Jong as 1 em able to manage | 
my Pen, Being aſſured, that God will aſſiſt me 
in the Pleading for the Authority of that Miniſtry, | 
which himſelf has ſo viſibly owned and long Bleſ- 
ſed with Succeſs, to the Converſion of many to 
Righteouſneſs. it d iA 10 213% { 
Waiting therefore for your Anſwer, till yay ( 
have Leiſure to give it; I ſhall, not fear in the ] 
mean time, to Subſcribe my ſelf a Lawfid, (tho 
unworthy) Mini ſter of the Goſpel. - - 7 
i= F390 . Joo: ker Eonief iu 1 q 
. I | | 
Sir, Some of your Hearers have reported, as 80 
from your ſelf, that you had ſent: me a Letter a- 
bout this Matter. But if you think fit to Anſwer 8 
this, I hope you will ſend a truſty Meſſenger. For 
your / Former (if there were any) has either Joſt tl 
your Letter or his Way. Luo e: ef 03533 cou a 
0 the 13th Day of January next following, 1 ſt 
received a Letter from Mr. Jacques, but without of 
Date. : Whilſt I was drawing vp a Reply to this, a 
F received another dated January 20, 1691. The 2 
Firſt vr theſe is as follows; the other is annexed | 
_ entiveJy:to-my Reply to his firſt, with my Anſwer a 
en ws adjoyned.! yt it % g oy b 
Sofas Jo Stor: oi ntl ot 9 * tits ad p 
80K 76 . 01A flo 22115 105h.2- Hh Mu 0 
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Mr. Jacques his Letter to J. W. 


_—_—7 .: | 
None ought to be admitted to Publick Teach- 
ing, but he that can declare his lawfol Call and 
Ordination. For if the Office of publick Teaching 
lye open to all Invaders, and who pretends to the 
Spirit, may take upon him to Miniſter the Word; 
it will ſoon appear, what Harveſt we ſhall Reap 
from ſuch Seeds-Men ; what Miſchiefs and Miſe- 
ries, what Hereſies and Schiſms ſhall ariſe from 
ſuch Teachers, whoſe raſh and daring Boldneſs, 
Qualifies them for nothing more than Errors and 
„«„%„„ 1 

& Ler then every Uſurper of the Office Mini- 
44 ſterial (both in Ordination and Execution) 
e rightly Conſider this following Particular, 
e It was never in the Power of meer Presbyters, to 
« admit into the Miniſtry by Impoſition of Hands in 
4 Ordination. | 

Now this ſhall firſt be proved from the Sacred 
Scripture. f { 
I be firſt Ordination we there meet with, is 
that of thoſe Seven, commonly called Deacons ; 
and here we find no Hands but thoſe of the Apo- 
ſtles, Ads 6. | 
"The Second Ordination is that of Presbyters ; 
and this we find to be by the Hands of Barnabas 
and Paul. Adds. 14. 23. 
Ihe laſt Ordination we meet with in Scripture, 
actually executed, it is that of Timothy, which tho 


by the Hands of the Presbytery, yet is not that 


Presbytery without an Apoſtle, even the laying 


on of the Hands of St. Paul. 1 Tim. 4.14. 1 Tim. 


1. 6, 
B 3 Thus 


(6) 


Thus from Scripture PraQtice proceed to Scrip- 
ture Precept; and for. this, Conſult the Epiſtles 
to Timothy and Titus, * in which we have the ex- 
act Platform of the 3 N 2 
nicated and per petuated from the Ho es. 
Odſerve * the Church of Epleſus and the 
Churches of Creet, in them we find many Presby- 
ters, and ahove thaſe Preshyters in Dignity an 
Office Timothy and Titas; and that Timatby and 
Titus were in Dignity and Office above thoſe 
Presbyters, appears pany by that Power they 
had of enacting Eccleſiaſtical Laws, of paſling 
Church Cenſures, and of Ordaining by lopolipi: 
on of Hands; in which is the Work and the Of. 
fice, proper and peculiar to Timothy and Titus, 4: 
baye thoſe Presbyters who were in their Chur- 
ches. And obſerye alſo thoſe Inſtructions given 
by St. Paul to Timothy and Titus, in their parti⸗ 
cular Perſans, have been, and are yet continped in 
the Church as Sacred Rules, to Regulate for ever 
the Tunction and Office of an Epiſcopal Preſidency 1 
which Function and Office, extends it felt got on- 
ly to the Ordainiug of Presbyters, but alſo to the 
exerciſing of a Diſciplinary Power, and an Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Juriſdiction ayer them; as appears by ma- 
ny plain Texts given by che Apoſtles. 1 Tim. 5. 
22. It. 1. 5. 1 Tim. 5. 19. Tit. 3. 16. : 

Now that the Apoſtles and theſe Apaſtolick 
Men before mentioned, were in Degree and Of. 


fie 


* 70 Timothy, if we believe Theodoret and other Incients, 
was committed all Alia tbe leſs, in which were many Biſhops in- 
flituted by the Holy Apoſtles, Titus bad the Charge over the 
whole Iſle of Crete, in which there were Seven Biſhops beſides, 
Mz æus lib, 4. de Notit. Epiſc. p. 181. Chryſoſt. Hom, 1. 1 
Tit. Pere nos theſe tbereſore Dioceſau!: © | 


8 
= of each P esbytery 1 to guide as well the Preſ- 


"Exges1\ry d ui Ab Ait you M lr 1 e 
le 


679 
fice above the 70 Diſ les and alſo the Presby- 
ters who. * See dis thoſe Seel les, * 


y manifeſt from ſacred 5 re 
Sar ke For the 70 Diſci pes „ 15 ce 


= abs to DE to r peharilt, 
n et Sons by iſm, yet eyer 
et athers by O G 409 cr nee 


is is the Biſhop's peculiar, as Succeſſor to the 
poſtles, 1 \ har fall aer which is perpetp⸗ 
ated in the urch. 

This farther you muſt acknowledge, ſeyeral 
Churches in the Apoſtles Times had many Fresh 
ters that e in the Word, over whom Anoſtles 
955 Apoſtolick Men did ref de. This the Holy 

EG and ee ſtory do de ttelt, 
* of 2 5 As 11.6 a the 
10 of Efbe uy r 20. 17, 28, of "Sy Rom. 
16. of Corinth, 721 . of Phili 9, Phil. 1. f. 
of Theſſalonica . 1 The 5 15 of ofher Churches 
che li e a Heh, 13. 19. I Gradac 
1 Pet. 5. 1. Now 42 God's perpetgal Ordjaance 
our ſelyes confeſs, there muſt de one Chief 


ters that are eachers, as the Flogk that are 
ea Pj Tell me then, what Difference betwixt 
ors eſtabliſh'd in every ity, by Gad's 
8 7755 are forced to grant; and Biſhops | 
ſucceeding the Ap oftles in their Churches and 
hairs, as the Fathers affirm*. If you diſlike the 
Vord, Biſhop, it is Catholic and Apaſtolic ; 


You diſlike the Office, it 10 God's Ordinance by 


— 


| * Euch Chron. Hierey. Interprete. 7 Theodore, in Phil 2 ” 


Ass aviuualon, Thoſe very Perſons were call 
whom by uſage of peech, tbe Church naw calls Biſhops. 


* By 


— 


3 = 
the Aſſertion of your own Party. Beza makes it 
an eſſential and perpetual Part of God's. Ordi- 
nance to have one Chief in every Presbytery. His 
TINEA eo ed hed 
Eſſentiale fuit in eo de qud bic agimut, quod ex 
Dei Ordinatione perpauua.negeſſe fait, df, Er erity us 
in Presbyterio quiſpiam & 950 dig nit ate e 
attioni gubernandæ præſit, cum eo quod ipſi Divini- 
tus Attributum eſt jure *, This was eſſential in the 
Matter we have in Hand, that by God's Ordi- 
nance which muſt always endure, it has been, is 
and ſhall be needful, that in the Presbytery, one 
Chief in Place and Dignity, ſhould moderate and 
rule every. Action, with that Right which is al- 
lowed him by God's Law. Yea, Calvin. bimſelf 
fays, Nec humanum eſt Inventum, ſed Dei ipſius In- 
ſtitut um, quod ſingulis ſuas aſſignamus Eccleſas. 
Paulus Archippum Coloſſenſium Epiſcopum commemo- 
rat T. It is not Man's Device, but the very Or- 
dinance of God, that we aſſign to every Man his 
Church. Paul himſelf mentioneth Arcbippus Bi- 
'ſhop of Coloſſus, Calvin further ſays, Equality 
breeds Factions ||. _ Subordination then in ſome, and 
_ Superiority in others, is as requiſite to Eccleſia- 
ſtical as Civil Polity, without which Schiſm be- 
comes as fatal to the Church, as Rebellion is to 
rhe State. So that all of us muſt ſubſcribe to the 
grave Sentence and Judgment of St. Jerom ; unleſs 
the Epiſcopal Pre-eminenicy of Authority and Office 
be e For ſaith he, To ſoppreſs the Seeds 
of Diſſention, one was ſet above the teſt; otherwiſe 

1 1 there 


„ —— — 


K— 


* In Reſponſ. ad trall ar. de Miniſtrorum Evangelii gradibus. 
Cap. 23. Fol. 153: 1 | 
; + Calu. Inſtitut. Lib. 4. Cap. 2s. EY 

| Cav. Inſtiim. Lib. 4. Cap. 4. 


94 9 By 
hers: ld — Tut in Eccleſiis efficienter Scbiſms; 
ta, quot Sacerdotes x. There would be as many 
Schiſms; in the Church, as there are Presbytersz 
eſpecially, if every Presbyter has Power of Ordi- 
nation intrinſecal to his Office by the Divine 
Right of Apoſtolical Inſtitution, For what then 
would be the Uſe of Ordination. but chiefly to 
propagate Schiſm? ... --- 

And although we find-in the Ads and the Epi- 
ſtles (thoſe ſacred Records which give us the belt 
path % 1 e not ſo obvious 


© , 


on of Office : Yet it is 22 to e how 
Words common at the firſt, became appropriate 
in their Uſe, and ſo in ſome Proceſs of Time, 
even within one Century of Years after Chriſt, 
the Diſtind ion of Office became commonly known 
by the Diſtinction of Name; Biſhop being appra- 
priate unto him, who had an Apoſtolical Preſh- 
dency of Ordination and Juriſdiction in the 
Church. I cloſe then with this ſure Inference 


from the Premiſes, That this late Schiſme in our 


Church of meer presbyters ordaining to the Mi- 
niſtry, as it has not any clear Text of Scripture 
to warrant it, nor any allowed Practice of the 
Church to approve it, ſo nor has it any Argu- 
ment of Reaſon to abet it, as being utterly re- 
pugnant to — Prattice and Precept. Now 

whoſoever 


— 


* Hieron, ad Evagr. & contra Luciſerianos, 


(10) 


whoſoever receives their Ordinatiqn only from 


Presbyters, who have no Power in . to 
Ordain, they ought to be reduced a again into the 
State and Condition of Laicks; alt their Miniſte- 

rial Acts are Void and Null, and they run the 
| Panger of that dreadful Puniſhment rh that Nadab 


and Abibu did ſuffer, w. y oſſer d e 

Fire unto . . ” * NG n 
And now Sir, 1 not oply wi 

fro _ to an ite a Confellcn of of your 

rrors in General; but to ah i ib re, a Confel.- Ire t 

n of this Particular : I was never in the Power if 


* * Preshyters to admit into the Miniſtry, by 
| Impoſition of Hands in Ordination. Such a Tr 
a would be more acceptable to God an d good le; J 


1555 


Writs To#atus his Volumes, in a way of Joſt ot int 


en, than all Evafions, Wiping of Mouths or Rid, 1 
f your Opinions and Atiags. 3d 


Towrs, oy hz 
| Jo. Jacques. IM op hac 


fication 


Four Letters will not eſerve Anſwers, if they 

1 N as Void of pi rnd © Sqod Manners 452 

Was. s fy] 
To this 2 Ig emer Far and fent as fpll and « 


peedy Repl 1a my other Affairs would then per. 
BY Wick "Reply here folloys, as 1 Was chen 
, Without any Alteration. 


aving 
2 "ow Cc 
Hs the Councils of Hiſpalis end Sardis bæve Praftis'd and de but: 


termin d, Cowell. Aiſpalens, 2. Cap, 5+ Concil. Sard. Cav 
19. Levit. 10. I, 2. 


— 


"bs $44 440 we - © 
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e Second Letter to My, Jacques, being 4 
© Replyto his oregoing Anſwer. | 
Feb. 9. 1694. 
Our Letter which came to my Hands on the 
13th of the laſt Month, I hat Anfwer'd "A 
7 this Time, had not forpe other Affairs pre- 
entsd, which required preſent Niſpatch. But no 
inkigg fit apy longer to defer it, left you ſhould 
ancy, that what you have written is unanſwera- 
le; I now ſend you this Reply to all you have 
lid, not only in the before-mention'd Letter, 
ot in the other you were pleaſed to ſend on Jan. 
zd. Wberein ; hope to make appear, both that 
Y Aſinjſtrx is far more Valid, than all the Proofs 
on have heaped together againſt it : And that 
op had ng Reaſop to write 0 gygrily as you have 
Daene ia both yaur Letters. In order hereunto, I 
all ſet down yqur Letters intirely in this my Reply 
nd give Anſwęrs to eyery Part thereof in Orde 
1 the Matter requires, and yet as briefly as 
| conſiſtent with neceſſary Plainnels. This Me- 
od thought fit to chuſe for Two Reaſons : Fir, 
hat you may not pretend, that any of your Argy- 
ents are left vnanſwer d, as being too difficult : 
econdly, That thoſe who read my Defence, may 
the ſame Time read Jop Charge with its 
roof: Thereby the better to judge, whether our 
e Hecuſatjon be according to Trutb, or not. Thus 
laying giyen you an Accgunt of my Deſign, I ſhall 
ow conſider your Fir## Letter, which begins 


hus: 
EV Mr. 


nd de 
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not th 

Mr. Facques, Picher 

0 | | \ a | "TI, Oo 

c Sir, None ought to be admitted to public e, 


& Teaching, but he that can Declare his lawful Ami 
« Call and Ordination. For if the Office of Pub Neforn 
* lick Teaching lie open to all Invaders, and whoſ$"9 

< pretends to the Spirit, may take upon him td 4 
« Miniſter the Word: It will ſoon appear, Wha e Ef 
e Harveſt we ſhall Reap from ſuch Seeds-Men ;$ 
= what Miſchiefs and Miſeries ; what Hereſinl/ 
* and Schiſms ſhall ariſe from ſuch Teachers 
© whoſe raſh and daring Boldneſs, qualifies then, 
© for nothing more than Errors and Impieties. I 


5 Anſwer. 


If by theſe Words you would Inſinuate this, . 
the Principle or Practice of Nonconformiſts, tha 
whoſoever pretends to the Spirit, may Invade the Sa], 
ered Office of the Miniſtry ; (as you ſeem to do 
you offer ſuch Violence both to Truth and you. _: 
oren Ruomledge, that little Regard is due to what: 
er you ſay in the Sequel of your Epiſtle. Fol 
M you have either Read aur Writings, or thofe Me Þ 
the Learned of your own Party againſt vs, you mu , 
needs know, that the Queſtion between us is no ur 
Wicther any Perſon ought to be admitted to Public 
Teaching, without a lawful Call and Ordination 
{ this we Plead for as much as you.) But What is . 
be eſteemed a Iawful. Call, and What Ordination | 
Requiſite to Inveſt a Man in this Office ? *Tis wel 
known, we are ſo Careful and Strict to prevent { 
Fereſies aud Schiſms ;, Errors and Impieties from In 
ſecting or Troubling the Church, by the NAH t ol 
NESS OF BOLD INTRUDERS; that we allo That 
EE = 
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ot thoſe to be SEEDS-MEMN amongſt us, who +. 


Picker on one Side ignorantly. pretend, to the Spirit, 
or, on the other, ſhall dare to deny his Office, or 
public {Hock at bis Operations, Now whether the ay of 
law fy 4dmifpon uſed by you, or that in Uſe among the 
of Pub Neformed Churches who are without Dioceſans, be 
nd Who pſt Jikely to Secure the Church againſt the tore» 


him toffſaid 24:ſcbiefs and Miſeries ,, let the Experience of 
„ Whale Effeds of both, and a juſt Compariſon between 
Men em Determin, -. 0 107 bw 
Wei der nom e aan 94 
chen s Mr. J. 204 21 N 
ies. Let then every Uſurper of the Office Mini- 


les. F . er 84 

gerial, (both in Ordination and Execution) 
* rightly Conſider this following Particular, 
ſt was never in the Power of meer Presbyters, to 


- - w# #« " 


this, l admit into the Miniſtry by Impoſitions ef Hands wm 
ts, th; Ordination. Ani 3 ast 


the Sag « om ens 
xs) do mM. 5:7.10 „8 Anſwer. | ; „ ber 
J yout oF} in ++ 800 1 710 ei 4 d iq: 3 2 
What Tho I am no D. per of the Office Miniſteria 
Fot L hope will fully appear by and by) vet 1 
hoſe Mke upon me the Boldneſs to examine this Pati- 
u mul, and according to your Advice, ſhall endes, 
is no our rightly to Conſider it. In the firſt Place theres 
publufore ] Conſider, that this Particular is not the vety 
ation Molition you were to prove. For ſappaſing, (not 
at is cons anting ) that: Presbyters cannot regularly A mit 
tion into the Miniſtry by Ordination; yet it will 
is wellnot follow hence, that none ſo admitted are true 
\revent iniſters, nor that their Ordination 18 t 
»m In _ 5 Null. eh oftentimes ( accordiag to 
e 45 pet old Maxim Qod fieri non debet, fadtum walet 
not « ** irrepular 


ts * 
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Trreþula, yet belng dene, ought not to be avhul! 
for want of ſome fit Cireum̃ſtances. Many Thiſtun: 
ces might be given ro clear this; but 1 Mall Con 
tent my ſelf at prelent with this On, Rich is a 
Hontonem and tlofe to the Putpoſe. Baynmen han 
not Power to Bapfice. Nom the? you Eſteem n; 
who were not 6r&aind by Diodes, to be 1 
true Miniſters but Lagmen: 2 DN 
kide any ets who 
admit them to the Eder, wh eo queſtis 
ning their former Baptiſm as Invalid. If you ſal ;-.* 
Lay-men have Power tb Bidptize ; prove that, and] g 
by the ſame ( yea much stronger) Reaſons 1 wil 
rove, that Presbyters have Power ts Ordiim, 
hat were your Projofiticii never To ſtrongly prov: 
ed; yet the Nallity et dur Ministry, wobtd nd 
be 4 neceſſary Conſequence of that Aſſerton. lu 
deed the Old Epiſetipa Divines therhſelves, Can 
many of them Biſhops too) tho' they g Of 
dination by Dioceſans to be moſt Regular, and tolfly. 
tend to the Bene eſſe, the Well-being of the Mini: 
et did 88 fall _ that Fre which ha 
eit kreten ne, to DF, that it wa 
neceſſary t6 tHe Eff 0 3 pry Ban of the Miniſtry 
This 1 am fs WEN Oe bf that I can for un gl re 
If it be necdful) produce à Mond b fro rh 
the Writings of thoſe, that were onab i 
Epiſcopal in their Judg ment and Prüctice. How 
Ever ſeeing you have Stherwiſe ſtated the Queſtiih 
. Jour Dine I ſhall now Fa H of 


| „ 


Mr. J. 


12 « ow this fat Firſt be proved froth whe 
eted Scripture. Ge 


r 


— 2 
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AE... Ergo, Presbyters have no-.Power, to Ordain. 


C6) 


when there were no others preſeat ; to do 


Von muſt Iavent a new Logic, before a Fax 
Prove this Conſequence. 


2. Tho? the Apoſtles only Ordained the? - Den. » 8 
cons, yet Timothy was Ordained by Presbyters, as . ” 


the Scripture teſtifies, i Tim. 4. 14. and your felf 
afterwards Conteſs. From, whence I Argue thus 
a Majore. Thoſe that have. Power to Ordain an 
Evangeliſt, ( wha is an hi Officer) bays, Pow. | 
er much more 10 Ordain a Prezbyter : (Who, is an T 
e Officet) But Presbyters, have r to Or- Ane 

ain an Eangeliſt, thetefore they | have Power ro hic 
Ordain Presby4ers;:. But of this mare after. 

3. The Apaſtles having, Ordained the Deagoas ſtrete 
at Jeruſalem, is no Argument that none but ut Apo- 
les may ds this Work. . rae Read. | 19, ABs 13,0 cal 
15 2 3. Tha it, Barnabas an Pay received Im ws ever! 


tion of Hands from Preshyters . without Hand 
files. The Wer of the It are theſe, „ "Now Orda 
ioch... cer- in the 


there were in the Church 7 = at Antio | 
tain ee . . 7 
—as they Miniſtred to d and faſted; ti 
215 Ghoſt fi, ſeparate nom fot Barnabas, an 
Ar. - 74 eyes I'Bave called them. 2 
when, aſted and prayed, and laid thein Hani 
gn them, 0 fe them away, . From whence” 7 
apparent, that, thoſe who laid. Hundi on abe 
and Paul, were Freshyters, 17 ordinary aſtars, li 
eachers-of that. Church, which; was at e 
that this is a ſure Argy ument from this 
If Pfestyters d lay. their Hands on of 
8 then they bn e . Hands.on, Pres 


ters much mare... 8 Is: true . 
fore the, eouſeua, my „ 5d l wh 
A 262 * 0 begisb ac: I C08 C p „T . [79 is ne 
3 # 
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'F Mr. J. | 


The Second Ordination is that of Presbyters; 
“ and this we find to be by the Hands of Barnabas 
* and Paul. AG: 14. 23. 


4 0 Anſwer. 


The Word in the Text, which we render DL Or- 
dained, ] is in the Original Greek yeteomnoas]::, 
which primarily ſignifies ſaffragits creare, or to 
chooſe by Votes; which was nſually done by 
ſtretching out of the Hand, and is the Action of 
the People. Whereas the Action of the Ordainers 
is called xc:299e0'a, Or laying on of the Hands, How- 
ever | grant, that the Impoſition of the Apoſtles 
Hands concurred with the People's Choice, in 

Ordaining thoſe Elders in every Church mention'd 
in the Text. But what then? Will it hence fol- 
low, that none but Apoſtles muſt Ordain ? If not, 
to what purpoſe is it alledg'd ? If yea, then prove 
it, if you can. I have made Appear in Anſwer to 
the laſt Paragraph, that others Ordain'd as well 
as they. Or elſe wo be to your ſelf as an Uſur- 
per, as well as thoſe, whom you are pleaſed to 
Nick-name ſuch. So that this Allegation is ( ac- 

"Ml cording to the Old Proverb) o regs Ab 
or ( in plain Engliſh.) nothing to the Purpoſe. 


Mr. J. 


The laſt Ordination we meet with in Scrip- 


Ann et. ture, actually executed, it is that of Timothy, 


* which tho? by the Hands of a Presbytery, yet 


is not that Presbyterv without an Apoſtle, even 
1 vs [ 


«the 


” 4 4; 
* 


(18) 
te the laying on of the Hands of St. Paul. J 1 Tim. 
20 4. 14. 1 1 6.] 


Anſt wer. 


The Words of the Firſt Text quoted by yon 
are theſe ; Neglect not the Gift that is in thee, which f 
was given thee by Prophecy, with the laying on of the Ny 
Hands of the Presbytery. This Text do's ſo plainly Fi 
Aﬀſert the Trath of theit Miniſtry, who are Or- 
dained by Presbyters, that you ſtrive to the utmoſt 
to Evade the force of it. And therefore you ſay, 
that tho” the Presbytery laid their Hands on Timo: 
thy, yer St. Pau laid on his Hands too. For which al) 
you produce in the Matgin, 1 Tim. 1. 6; I ſuppoſe 
you mean 2 Tim. 1. 6. Where are theſe Words, 
ir up the Gift of God, which is in thee by the f 
putting on of my Hands. To which I Anſwer, n 

1. Theſe Words do not #eceſſarily Imply, that Pi 
St. Paus Laying on of his Hands here mention'd, P. 
was in Ordination. For this Action was uſed fot 
other Pur poſes, as well as for Ordination of Mini- Pat 
ſters; as I doubt not, but you will grant. Some 
times in giving the Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt ; ſome. 
ties in healing the Sick, t. Thereſore it i; 
not certain froti this Text, that Pau laid Hands 
on Timothy for his Ordination, it might be in be- 
ſtowing the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt; as many Ju 
dicions Expoſitors think. However. 

2. Suppoſe that this Text ſpeaks of Ordination; 
(and I confeſs, I incline to think it do's ) yet will 
it not at all help your Cauſe, nor prove, that the 
Ordination performed by a Presbytery is infuff- 
cient. For if you ſay, the Prevbyters Ofdaitid by 
a Power not inberent in themſelves, nor belonging to 


their Office; but by a Power delbgateu to them b 
the 


N {2 C299) 
1 Tim, e Af oftte ; and conſequently, (according to your 
rinctple ) that Presbyters now do it only by Ver- 
xe of a Power delegated to them by a Biſhop, and 
ot by their own Power,” I deſire then you would 
leaſe to Anſwer theſe Queſtions, ; 
1. Whether 4 Biſhop may delegate this Power 

laying on Hands with him in Ordination, to 4 
Y- Mal, ot only to a Presbyter ? The Firſt you 
it! not fay, I am confident; for you know what 
e Or- Jootd follow from that Conceſſion. But if yon 
moſt By the Second, giz. Thar this Power can be de- 
p ſay, Nated only to a Presbyter, then I ask again, 
Timo: || 2. What Reaſon can be given, why a Presbyter 
which fly may lay on Hands with the Biſhop, voleſs it 
ippoſe ſk a Work belonging to his Office, as well as to 
e Biſhops ? For if it helong to him only by Vertue 
by the a Delegation from the Dioceſan; then if a Biſhop 
er, five a Pele 1 * a L- Man, to lay on Hands 
that ith bimfeff, this will Authorize him as much as 
ion'd, kresbyter. 80 that you muſt needs acknow- 
d for ez (if you would avoid theſe abſurdities ) 

; 'Presbyters laying on of Hands in Ordination 
Some- Þþ o N#ffity, it being not — to their Office; 
ſome Ind confequently thoſe Ordained by them, do not 
> it is Need a New Ordiriation. 


n be. | | Mr. J. 


„ Thus from Scripture Practice, proceed to 
tion; | Seripture Precept; and for this Confult the E- 
t will | piſtles to Timothy and Titus, in Which we have 
at the che exact Platform of the Churches Miniſtry 
aſuff· as communicated and perpetuated from the B 
Pa by 1y Apoſtles. Obſerve then the Church of E. 
ng to pheſus, and the 3 Creſt. "Fn them An 
| * - % * 


(20) 
* find many Presbyters, and above thoſe Presb if 
* ters in Dignity and Office Timothy and Tit | 


Anſwer. iS 
/ And 


I have thoroughly Conſulted the Epiſtles to fee? 
mothy and Titus: Yet cannot find therein anbat FO 
Platform of Dioceſan Prelacy, nor the leaſt Worſt, paſſ 
in Favour of it. I have obſerved alſo in the Churdimpolit 
of Epheſus many Presbyters ; which Presbyteſihe, Ol 


were the ſame with Biſhops both in Name and M A 
fice ; For ſo the Scripture it ſelf tells me, AChurch 
20. 17. And from Miletus be ſent to Epheſus, ar - 
called for the Elders Lr IlessPuliggus or Pres} 
ters ] of the Church. Compare this with v. 2 
Take beed therefore unto your ſelves and to all ti 
Flock; over tbe which the Holy Ghoſt bath made y 
Overſeers, L *Emowa, Biſhops ] tO Feed [ 0 
Guide and Rule, un ] the Church of Goc 
The ſame Perſons whom the Apoſtle calls Eld 
in the 17th v. he calls Biſhops in v. 28. and chain 
ges it upon them as their Duty, ( eſſential to theifjVigrt) 
Office) to Rule as well as Teach the Church confers ma 
mitted to their Charge. In the Churches of Cre 
I find the ſame thing, Tim. 1. 5,6, 7. compare: 
together; For this cauſe leſt I thee in Crete, tba 
thou ſhouldſt Ordain Elders in every City, as I hu 
commanded thee——If any be blameleſs—— For a Bi 
(hop muſt be blameleſs, c. 

That Timothy and Titus were in Dignity and Presb3 
Office above Presbyters, I grant, for they were 
vangeliſts. But what Concluſion do you dra | 
from thence ? Is it that Presbyters may not Or] -... 
dain ? Prove the Conſequence if you can, —Þilf * / 
hat you add hereunto is very fine, viz. 


You! 
tream ( 
ler ſon 
pf Arg 
ters m 


* — *, 
bag ©. | X 


Mc de Not 


e 0 219 
ad Tuff ral bi 
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And'that Timothy and Titus were in Dignity and 
es to ffice above thoſe Presbyters, appears plainly by 
rein auſhbat Power they had of enacting Eccleſiaſtical Laws, 
ſt Work paſſing Church-Cenſures, and of Ordaining by 
> ChurdSimpoſition of Hands; in which is the Work and 
resbyteſſche Office, proper and peculiar to Timothy and 
and m, jaboye thoſe Presbyters which were in their 


le, 10 AL 1rches. 7 - 

ns, al... " Anſwer. 

Pes BS + LY T4, * | 

1 2. 2Y Your Argument Sir, is very admirable and ex- 


> all tiftream Curious. I am ſure the Learned Biſhop Sau- 
nade yfderſon. was not ſo happy to Underſtand this way 
ed [ offef Argumentation, when he Writ his Art of Lo- 
God—fſic. You are pretending to Prove, That Presby- 

Eldar: may not Ordain by Impoſition of Hands; and 
d charſſthus you Prove it. Timothy and Titus were in 
to thei Dienity and Office above Presbyters, therefore Presby- 
h comfters may not Ordain. The Antecedent 1 grant, but 
of Cyulldeny the Conſequent. You take the Conſequent for 
npare7anted, (tho? it be the thing in Queſtion) and uſe it 
e, thaſſis a Medium to prove the Antecedent which no Bo- 


dy denies. What is this but Petitio Principii, or 
r a Begging of the Queſtion. For you ſhould have 

proved, That becauſe Timothy and Titus are above 
Y and} Presbyters, therefore Ordination was peculiar and 
SEAS, + FE8 Proper 
dra 178) — — — — 

* Tim. if we believe Theodoret and other Ancients was 


—Þl committed all Aſia the leſs, in which were many Biſhops inſtituted 
Þ by the Holy Apoſiles. Titus bad the Charge over the whole Iſle of 
Crete, in which then were 7 Biſhops, beſides,” Mirzus. lib. 4. 
de Notitia Epiſcopore p. 18 1. Chryſoſt. Hom. 1. in Tit. Were 
not theſe therefore Dioceſans ? 13.0 0704 , 


Mr 


(2) 
proper to them, and did not belong to Presbyters, 
Or thus, That Presbyters being of an Office Inf. 
rior to and diſt inct from that of an Evangeliſt, which 
Timothy and Titus had, haye therefore no Powe 
of Ordination. You here affirm it, e not 
the leaſt Proof thereof. On the contrary, that 


— 


which ſhould be your Concluſzon, is made by you 


as the Paf 
ticular Ch 


As to what you add in the Margin out of The- 
odoret, Miræus and Cbryſoſtom, that Timotby had 
ia che Lefs committed to him, and Titus. all 

r Seiten vi nr WO 


— 


* * . 
. 
1 8 my . \ 
— 2 - ® * 
. 4 


as Vid. Prinne's Unbiſtoping of Timothy ond Titus, Tag. 37. 


4 72. 
F Vid. Form of Ordaining Biſhops, 


0 ſelves (ay you fay. ) 


Place, which 


(9 
Crete, and that under theſe were Biſhops : I ſhall 
only ſay this, 

1. If what theſe — * were true, Timothy and 
Titus then were not oy 8 properly ſpeaking. 
Byt OD Biſh ſhops, ps under them 
5 conſe . 55 that e was not — 
— 0 | For Ordination 
sto Biſhops, as ſuch, accor ing to your own 
Iples. Aud thy. guilty of a 
Self N 

he Scripture do's not give the leaſt Ground 
wthins, that Timothy and Titus were ſettled, the 
one over he the Leſs, the other over Crete; as 
Biſhops or Metropolitans, any more than over 
other Places, where they came; but plainly the 
contrary, as Mr. Prynne has unanſwerably made 
appear in the before-mention'd Book: Proving 
from Scripture their ſeveral removes from Place to 
ſhews them to be no ſc:tled Biſhops 
or  Arch-Biſhops, but Evangeliſts and Itinerant 
Preachers. Therefore Theodoret and Chryſoſt om 
affirming the contrary, is no Argyment againſt 


us you would be 


Scriptyre-Teſtimony. 


It was ufual with the Ancients to call both 


Apoſties, Evgul eliſts, and other Miniſters, by 


Becauſe they all 2 in 


the Name dps : 

ſome Reſped \ Dares of thoſe Chriſtians, whom 
| by © gather'd, and amongſt whom 

e 


ey -conver- 

All this Pa ragraph cherefore is a meer Imper- 

nency, and begging g of the Queſtjon : When the 

Fir W, ords of It threatned to give us ſome Scrip- 

ture-Precept for Ordinatiop by ſacb an Officer, 

aß is not fo mych as mention d at all in Scripture. 
Therefore I Boy proceed to the next. 


C 4 Mr. 


e 
Mr. J. 


« And obſerve alſo thoſe items given by 
* 'St Paul to Timothy and Titus in their particular 
«* Perſons, have been and are yet Kune Fi 
e the Church, as 'facred Rules to regulate f 


«' ever the Function and Office, of an Epiſcop 
« Preſidency; which Function and, Office extends 
<« jr (elf, not only to the Ordaining of Presby- 
ters, but alſo to tbe . a Diſciplina- 
« ry Power, afid an Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction Or 
% yer them; as appears by many plain Texts 
1 857 by che Apoltles, 1 Tims 5. 22. Tit. * Sr 
Tim. 5. 19. TRAM i 1 


_ Anſwer. . 


Though I have read car 5 thoſe Inſtrudtions 
5 by the 7850 to Ty 42100 and 77 355 yer 


"7% 


i 


every 3 155 Pa or ( I bet 4 

both Presbyter and Abe) Not bie own Flock, I 
"can find. If you haye found 19 other Preſiden- 
cy there, your Eye: light is Sharp er than mine, who 
gs not to ſee that which | Inviſible, The 
Texts you quote in the Margin {eg nothing of 
it: As will appear by couldering them one by 
one. | 
: 122Yaar: Firſt Text i Is, 1 Ti im. 5. 22. Lay "Hands 
ſuddenly on no Man, neither be  Partaker of other 
Mews Sins, &c. Whether this laying on of Hands 
be meant of Ordination, or for ſome other Pur- 
poſe ( which I hinted before) 1s not apparent. 


The 


The Firſt ſort, ſome Learned Commentators deny 
to be the meaning of this Place. But I ſhall: take 
it at preſent in the Senſe you would have it, 2x. 
of Ordination. Vet will it nothing Advantage your 
Notion of an Epiſcopal Preſidency in Ordaining 
Miniſters; For though Timothy be here ſuppoſed 
todo this Work, Jet not ee And 1 have 


- «a * 
> * 
. 
| | F 7 
' ” o » * 
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already proved, that, it belongs, to Presbyters, as 
well as Evangeliſts: Nor dp's this Fext ſay the 
leaſt to the contrary. 4 . 5 | 


£ 


| 8 „„ el JAIL l eser 
Vour Second Text is, Tit. 1, 5. For - this cauſe 


it. J thee in Crete, that thou. ſhow: ſet-in Order 
the Things that are wanting, and Ordain Elders in 
every City, as 1 had appainted thee. The Anſſyer 
to the other Text will ſuffice for this. But I fur. 
ther add, that this Text is ſo far from tavouring 
the Dioceſan Preſidency of Titus, that it ſtropgly 
implies the contrary. For i plainly appears hy 
it, that Titus was not Biſhop of Creta, as you pres 
tend (unleſs you would Reproach him as a Won- 
Reſident ). but left, there only for 4 Time by the A- 
poſtle, in order to ſettle Presbyters: or Biſhops; in 
all the Cities of that Iſland. For if he had been 
the Dioceſan thereof himſelf, either this Charge 
of St. Paul would have been needleſs; or at leaſt 


conceived in other Words mare, adapted to fuch 
a purpoſe, than theſe akte. +» 
Your Third Text is, 1 Tim. 5. 19, Againſt an 
Elder, receive nf. an, Accuſation,, but, thefore. Two. wr 
Three Witneſſes, What then? Are nat al Chriſh- 
ans, and all Miniſters under an Obligation not to 
paſs an unjuſt. or raſn Cenſure og a Miniſter, 
when any accuſe or ſpeak Evil of him. Do's not 
Charity and Juſtice. require us to think rather fa- 
vourably than other wiſe of every Man, and much 
more of a Miniſter, unleſs ſofficient Evidence com- 


pel 


\ 4. Office above the 50 Diſciples, and alſo the Pres 


6. - 
pel us to the contrary? But you will perhaps ſay, 
this Fert ſpeaks of an Eceleſtaftjeal Jur fc im, 
which Dioceſuns have over Presbyters as 1nferi- 
ors, whom they have Power to Try and Judge tn 
their Courts. 1 Auſwer, The Text ſays no ſuch 
Thing, nor by the moſt far-fetch'd Conſequence 
can it be drawn from it. No other Scripture- 1 
Teſtimony do's in the Jeſt Coyntenance it; Nor Þ 1. 
upon yaur Fu. ] bare Affirmation are] p 
we bound to believe ir. #404 [ET 

Your Laſt Text is, Tit. 3.19. 4 Man that is 0 
an Heretic, after the firſt and ſecond Admonition re- fi 
je#, To tbis I ſay, every Private Chriſtian is hound 4 
to abſtain from all needleſs Familzjarity with an He. 
retic3 to reje his corrupt Opinions and Schiſma- 
tical Practices. Every Miniſter, under whoſe 
Charge the Heretic was or is, is bound not only 
to do the ſame himſelf : But Autboritatively to 
warn the People to take heed of being infected b 
bim, not to bid him God ſpeed, nor entertain hi 
familiarly in their Houſes: What there is in this 
Text that concerns a Djoceſan, I cannot per- 


exive, unleſß J had your Spectacles. 
Nr. 9. 


Nor that the Apoſtles and theſe Apoſtoli 
Men before-mentjon'd, were in Degree and 


* ; 


© byters, who mere Sugcefſors to thoſe Diſciple 
is « Truth very manifeſt from ſacred Scriptore 
* and; Church-Hiſtory, For the 70 Diſciples, 
© thorgh they had Foyer to Preach,” to Conſecratt 
4 the Euchariſt and beget Sons by Baptiſm, ye 
* they could — 1 Fathers by Orgjnatiot 
and Cogfecration : This is the Biſhop's Peculi 


& of * 


(27 
* ar, as Jucceſlor to the S Holes in that full Mi: 
4 giſtry which is en A urch. 


ener 11907 — — 


Ll. N 


4 whole Fuat epd but a fins ei- 
ſeveral Things, which you offer not the 
leaſt Argument or Appearance of Argument to 
prove. And therefore | might well paſs it by, 
wich as little concern to Confute it, as you had 
care to Proꝝe it. However ſome Things here af- 
firmed need a little Animadverſion- 

Firſt, Whereas you fay, The Apo5FHes and theſe 
ApoFtolic Hen before- mention'd, were in Degree and 
Office above the 70 Diſciples : - This is eaſier to af- 
firm than to prove. I am ſure, when Chriſt ſeat 
forth the Apoſtles rſt, and when he ſent forth 
the 70 afterwards *, there f is no Difference at all 
intigated in their Commiſſions. Both were ſent 
about the ſame Work; both were inveſted with 
the ſame Authority to Preach ;, and received the 
ſme Power to work Miracles ; both bad the fame 
Promiſe of Succeſs, 5, &. And therefore I think 
tis no eaſſe Task to Lee them of a different 
Office. That the Apoſtles were Syperiour tothem 
ip Degree, as having t this peculiar Gift of an Ex- 

rdingry Inſpjration, enabling them to give (in 

| Ge Ne) ial Roles for the farare Gui- 

dance of the Chriſtian Church, having the Force 

8 and Authority of Univerſal Laws of perpetual Ob- 
ripro'y ligation to after Ages, I can eaſily grant. Bug 
eiples that the 70 were Univerſal Officers in the Church 

ſecrate Ke as the Apo were, having a General Cars 


m, Je. and 
inatioſ | 
| Pecull 85 * reren : 7 — 


wo. 3 Compare Luke 9. I, Se. with Luke 10, 1. Ge, 


| . « Office above the 70 Diſciples, and alſo the Pres 


( 26 ) 
pel us to 5 . will perhaps fy, 6 
this /Fext „ ſeſiaſtical FJurtfdifion 
which Dio te 5 aver aber | 
ors, whom the, % ow, On. 
their Courts. I Aimw.., The Text ſays no fuer 
Thing, nor by the moſt far-fetch'd Conſequence 
can it be drawn from it. No other Scripture- ] , 
Teſtimony do's in the Jegſt Countenance ir; Nor Þ 1, 
upon yaur L Ae % or] bare Affirmation are p 
we bound td believe r. | 

Your Laſt Text is, Tit. 3:19. 4 Man tht 1 C. 
an Heretic, after the fir it and ſecond Admonition re- fi 
je#, To this I ſay, every Private Chriſtian is hound | 
do abſtain from all needleſs Familiarity with an He. 
retic 3 to reje his corrupt Opinions and Schifma- 
tical Practices. Every Minifter, under whoſe 
Charge the Heretic was or is, is bound not only 
to do the ſame himſelf : But Autborrtatrvely to 
warn the People to take heed of being infected b 
bim, not to bid him God ſpeed, nor entertain hi 
familiarly in their Houſes: What there is in thi 
Text that concerns a Djoceſan, ] cannot per. 
ecive, unleſs I had your Spectacles. fo 


Nr. J. 


ko that the Apoſtles and theſe Apoſtoli 
Men before-mentjon'd, were in Degree anc 


„ 


„. byters, who were'Succeffors" to thoſe Diſciples 
% Truth very nanjfeft from ſzered Scripture 
* and Church-Hiſtory. For the 70 Diſciple: 
2 1 they had Power to Preach,” to Conſecrat 
© the Euchariſt and beget Sons . Baptiſm, ye 
© they could _ Fathers reinatio! 


©: and Cogſeeration : This Is the Biſhop's Peeal 
Yro5 = "1 * 1 Js : "4 MT 3 4 3 


9 


Inatiot 


pecul 
N 


*- 


nſpjration, enablin them to 
| 25 Name) il Roles for the facare Gui- 


( 27 ) 
* ar, as Jucceſſor to the Apoſtles in that full Mi- 
6 dhe which is perpetuated in the Church. 


wo Anſwer. 


Th 10 8 Paragraph 3 i but a confident fe oY 
ſeveral Things, which you offer — the 


leaſt Argument or Appearance of Argument to 
prove. And therefore | might well paſs it by, 
with as little concern to Confute it, as you had 
care to Proye it, However ſome Things here af- 
firmed need a little Animadverſion. 

Firſt, Whereas you fay, The Apofties and theſe 
Apotolic Men before-mention'd, were in Degree and 
Office above the 70 Diſciples : This is eaſier to af- 
firm than to prove. I am ſure, when Chriſt ſent 
forth the Apoſtles rſt, and when he ſent forth 
the 70 afterwards &, there i is no Difference at all 
intimated in their Commiſſions. Both were ſent: 
about the ſame Work; both were inveſted with 
the ſame Autbority to Preach; and received the 
ſame Power to work Miracles; both bad the fame 
Promiſe of Succeſs, &c. And therefore I think 
*tis no eaſie Tak to La them of à different 
Office, That the Apoſtles were Soperiour to them 
ig D. & v5 having this peculiar Gift of an 7% 

give (in 


dance of the. Chriſtian Church, having the Force 
and Authority of Univerſal Laws of perpetual Ob- 

ligation to after Ages, I can eaſily grant. Bug 

that the 0 were Univerſal Officers in the Chureh 


Tp as the ARTE were, haying a General Card 


and 
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+ Compare Luke 9. 1, S. with Luke 10, 1, Ce, 
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and Inſpection over: any Churches and Paſtors. 


where- ever they came, being not themſelves the fi- 
xed Paſtors of any particular Church: I think, is 
much more likely, than (as you Aſlert) that 
they were of the ſame Office with Eresbyters. So 


that theſe being (as I ſuppoſe) Evangeliſts, as 


Timothy and Titus were, and therefore Apoſtolic 


Men (as you call them) ought Hor, being of the 


ſame Office, to be diſtinguiſhed from them. And 
Pray, Sir, tell me in your next, if you can, how 


this Aſſertion is (as you ſay) 4 Truth maniſeſt 


from ſacred Scripture. I doubt not, but I can bring 
better Reaſons from theuce to prove them Evan- 
geliſts, than you can to prove them Presbyters. 


Secondly, That the Apoſtles were above Pres- 
byters is true; but that Presbyters ſucceed the 70 


Diſciples, ought to have been better proved, than 


by the Authority of your bare Word, For Pres- 
byters are the Ordinary Officers related to a par- 


tienlax Church, as their own Charge, and there fi - 
xed-as their ſtated. Teachers and Rulers, But that 
the 10 were fixed Officers of any particular Church 
more chan another, there is no ground from any 
Seripture-Teltimony to believe. If there be, be 
en eee 
ni Thirdly, Suppaſi ng it were true, both that the 
Apoſtles Were above, the 70 in Office, and alſo 
that Presbyters are the Succeſlors of the 70, yer 
the Conſequence ybu-draw hence is iuconſequent 


Euchariſt, and beget Sans ve 

never begets Fatber by Ordination and 'Conſecvation. 

This is the 7 e the very Thing in Debate 

between us, and therefore wanted--Proof. The 

pretty ſimilitude you ule of begetting Sons by 15 
o a Wy e „N 19 ti m, 


and precarious, ., That Presbyters. (as the 289. 
thougb they had Fomer to Preach, t9 [of onſecrate "the 
by Baptiſm 1 Tet they conld : 


43 
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(29) 
iſm, and begetting Fathers by Ordination, will nat 
do the Feat. Presbyters do not indeed beget theit 
own Fathers by Ordination ; for they dare not 
pretend to Conſecrate Dioceſans. But they may 
with Faſting and Prayer, lay their Hands on Per- 
ſons duly qualified and called, in order to Inveft 
them in the ſame Office with themſelves. And 
if you will call this begetting of Fathers, you may 
enjoy your own Fancy. But that Presbyters may 
do this which I have mention'd, I have already 
proved : Nor have you brought any Arguments 
in your Letter, able to diſprove it. Indeed: ſee- 
ing Presbyters are, both as to Name and Thing, 
the ſame with Biſhops (if St. Paul and Peter may 
be credited, whom I valve as greater Fathers in 
the Church, than any that have ſince enjoyed that 
Title) I cannot imagine by what Authority you 
can diveſt ſuch of any Part of their Right, which 
did once belong to them : Nor by what Warrant 
the Works belonging to one Office may be fo par- 
celPd out, that ſome Part thereof be made the Di- 
oceſan's Peculiar, and a Remainder only reſerved for 
the poor Presbyter. 2 

Laſtly, Whereas you pretend the Dioceſan (to 
whom you are pleaſed to appropriate the Name 
of Biſhop) to be the Apoſtle's Succeſſor, &c. and 
therefore that Ordination is his Peculiar « | demand, 
are theſe the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles qua tales 
in the very Apoſtolic Office or not ? It you ſay 
they are: Then I further ask, how you prove, 
that the Apoſtles Office was not Extraordinaryund 
Temporary (as has been judg'd by the the genera- 
lity of Learned Divines) they having not only an 
immediate Call, but the Gift of Jnfallibility, and 
an Extraordinary Power of working Miracies, both 
which are now long ſince ceaſed ? jt you ſay, they 
, * 1 21 1 WO 
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(35) 

do not ſncceed the _—_ as Apoſtles, but iti 
the Ordinary part of their Work. Then I An- 
ſwer, Thät all, whoſe Office it is to Preath and 
Baptixe, are their Succeſſors, and a Bleſſing is pro- 
mis d to ſich, in the fanhful Diſcharge of their 
Office, to the end of the World *. Bat perhaps 
in ſaying, that Dioceſans are the Apoſtles Suc- 
ceſſors, you mean this, That though ſome Extraor- 
dinary Gifts were peculiar to the Apoftles in their owt 
Perſons, yet the SubFFance of their Office FFill comi- 
nuts, VIE. an Authority over Presbyters of ſeveral 
Congregations, and a Power of Juriſdiction, and that 

| theſe only ſucceed them herein, and therefore theſe 
only can Ordain. To which I Anſwer, 1. Sup- 
poſing Dioceſans were the Apoſtles Succeſſors in 
this Senſe : Yet Presbyters might Ordain notwith- 
ſtanding this ( as I have proved they did, even 
while the Apoſtles were living. ) But, 2. Dioce- 
ſans are not indeed the Apoſtles Succeſſors even in 
this Reſpeft, For the Apoſtles were not the Pa- 
ſtors, Biſhops or Arch-Biſhops of any Church in 
liar. To affirm rhis, would be to degrade 
them, as well as to contradict the Seripture- Ac- 
count of their continual moving from Place to 
Place, according as their Work required. But 
Dioceſans are pretended to be the ſole. Paſtors or 
Biſhops of the Dioceſs, which is related to them 
as their Flock or Charge, as the Words of their 
Oath to the Arch;Biſhop at their Conſecration 
make appear F. Beſides, the Apoſtles had the 
Power of Juriſdiction over any Churches where- 

. ever they came. But Dioceſans have none out of 
their 
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their ow# Dioceſs, nor can pretend Authority over 
the Presbyters of any other Dioceſs but their own, 
as you well know. So that 'tis very abſur'd to 
imagine, that they are Sucteſfors to the Apoſtles 
any otherwiſe tha as Presbyters are. ll add 
one Argument, and that ſhall be ad Hominem. 
Either your Dioceſans are of the ſame Office with 
thoſe called Biſhops, in 1 Tim. 3. 1, to 8. Ads 20. 
17, to 36. or not. If not, why are theſe Scrip- 
tures order'd to be read at the Ordination of your 
Biſhops? Will you fay, the Church Commands 
ſach Texts to be then read, as are nothing to the 
Purpoſe ? If they are of the ſame Office, then 1 
argue thus. Either theſe beripture-Biſhops (men- 
tion'd in thoſe Texts) are of the ſame Office with 
the Apoſtles, or not. If they ate not, then to aſ- 
ſert Dioceſans to be the Apoſtles Succeſſors is to 
contradict your own Book of Ordination, which 
makes Dioceſans to be the ſame as thoſe Biſhops. 
But if they are of the ſatne Office, then, 1, Preſ- 
byters are as much the Apoſtles Succeſlors as Di- 
oceſans: For they are really (in Office, as well as 
Name ) ſuch Biſhops as ate deſcribed in thoſe 
Places (as I have before proved, and your ſelf af- 
firm in the next Paragraph, mentioning A, 20. 
17, 28. as a Proof, that there were many Presby- 
ters in Epheſus.) How to reconcile therefore your 


Letter with the Book of Ordination, I do not 


underſtand. 2. Then alſo Apoſtles, Dioceſans 
and Presbyters are all of the fame Office; and 
cotiſequetitly Ordination belongs to the Presby- 
ters. Having thus fully anſwer d this Part, I paſs 
on to the next. | 


WS 
Mr. J. 


0 This further you muſt acknowledge, ſeve- 
6 ral Churches in the Apoſtles Times had many 
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en 


4 presbyters chat labour'd in the Word, over whom 


6. {tles or Apoſtolick Men did preſide; This 
cc "eb | hs — and Church-Hiſtory do 
t. plainly. Atteſt; in the Church of Jeruſalem, 
Adds 15. ver. the 6. and the 23d. of Epheſus, 
c Acts 20. 17, and 28. of Rome, Rom. 16 of Co- 
. rinth, 1 Cor. 14. ver. 29. of Philippi, Phil. 1. ver. 
5 Theſſalonica, 1 Theſſ. 5. wer. 12. of other 
© Churches the like is affirmed, Heb. 13. 17, 
% James 5.14. 1 Pet. 5. 1. Now by God's perpe- 
« tual Ordinance as your ſelves confeſs, there 
„ muſt be one Chief Paſtor of each. Presbytery, to 
& guide as well the Presbyters that are Teachers, 
< as the Flock, that are Hearers: Tell me then, 
«© what Difference betwixt chief Paſtors eſtabliſh'd 
<« in every City, by God's Law, as you are for- 
e ced to grant; and Biſhops ſucceeding the Apo- 
e ſtles in their Churches and Chairs, as the Fa- 
« thers affirm *. 755 oe] 


Anſwer... 


The Scriptures, by you here Quoted, do evi- 
| dently manifeſt, that in the Apoſtles Time more 
Presbyters than one were generally over each 
Church. But theſe were really Biſhops, Wü 
3 : : t 


b eee Eee rot ens 
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* Euſeb. Chron. Hieron. Interprete. Theodores, in Phil. 2, 15. 
2 ny dd  ATTSOAOY rc VDV ygAswives, EMH uU, 
—— " #4057 Thoſe very Perſous were called Apoſtles, 
whom by uſage of Speech, the Church now calls Biſhops, 
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both the Power of Order and ſuriſdickibn: As 
not onlſ te plead, who own no Dioceſan Superi- 
our by oo Right to Presbyters ; but the Learn- 
d Dr. Hammond himſelf, do's more than once af- 


rm in his Annotations on ſeveral of theſe Texts. 
Who alfo acknowledges, that there is nd Evidence 


E e ht nth rode 
you pleaſe to conſult him. ), By what 


may ſee, if yor to con 
Aaulbority then” ſuch a Piſtinttion is made between 
the Biſhqh aud the Presbyter ſince Scripture - times, 


and Ordinatioh allowed to the one and not to tho 


other, let them look to it, that plead for this 
Difference, where the Scripture has made none 
either in Name, or Work, or Autbority. If they 
were really Biſhops who preſided over a /ingle 
Church, and many ſuch Biſhops over one ſach 
Church: How comes then a Dioceſan to monopo- 
lize the Name and Power of a Biſhop to bimſelf: 
Who pretends to be the only Biſhop and Paſtor 
of ſeveral Churches, and to call all theſe but one 
Church? 8 beſe | , es * 
But you. ſay, Over theſe Presbyters Apotles or 
ApoFtolic Men did preſide ! Be it ſo: But hom did 
they preſide ? Did they take themſelves to be re- 
lated to this or that particular Dioceſs, as the Pa- 
for thereof in peculiar, eſteeming it their Church 
or Chair; ſb as one Apoſtle had one Dioceſs allot- 
ted for bit Care; another Apoſtle anotber Dioceſs 
for His 7 Did they keep Within the Limits of any 
DiFri8, in the Exerciſe of their Apoſtolick Fun- 
dion, ſo as to have leſs Power in another? If 
you can produce any appearance of Proof for this, 
| ſhall (1 hope) be able to confute it, as ſoon as 
it is produced. If you mean not ſuch a Prefiden- 
cy as this, you had as good have ſaid nothing: 
for *tis ſuch which de Facto is now in uſe; but by 
What Right, is not eaſily ſaid. D Whereas 
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or ſmall) tis fit, os ſk, tg 
be a krelident or ga er over 
has been our uſual Pra Rice. 25 Think it 
bighly convenient, 17525 in er ry. Vor great 
Town, where there are many Pros oaths 92 5 
or Biſhops, they ſhould a and a their ſe⸗ 
yeral Congregations: with Concor n 
Counſel, often meetin ether kor 5 urpoſe: 
And thar th they ſhonld" Þor 1 Gehe en * chuſe one 
to be their Moderator, either (as ſhall be e thought 
oof expedient.) pro. tempore or quam dis ſe bene 
9 . 00 Ju. will call ſuch Chi " Pattor, or Bi. 

arrel about e Name, - But 

this wi I hot ol all belp your Gai 8. For though 
you Tao What Difference there is between ſuch 
4 Preſident an nd 4 Biſhop. I will tell you, there is 
a very 2 Difference: And will in Part ſhew 
yOu, , it is. 
Firs A Moderator or Preſident-Biſhop, 
among ſt. 95 god the Forreign er Eng Churches, 
Nate pd ot to be ot an Order from, or 
Superiour to thoſe over whom he preſides or mo- 
derates: more than the Sete in the Houſe 
of Commons pretends to be Superior to the reſt 
of the Members of that Houſe; or than a Chair- 
man pretends to be ofa diſtinct Office from the 
reſt of the Juſtices on the Bench. But a 'Diogeſag 
Qelos a Superiority over, and pretends to a di- 

ſtig& Office and Order from the Presbyters under 
him: As | is well known. N 
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Secondly, Our FPreſident is accountable to thoſe his 

4 claims 0 Authority over them; gor can 
do any thing without their Conſent; ur has a Ne- 
gutive Voice in any Deciſions chat are made in the 
Fresbytery, &. But the Dioceſan is not acconnt- 
able to the Fresbyters, they are not his Collegyes, 


but Interiors af another Oſſice; he Acts without 
asking their Conſent, and. bas a Negative Vo'ee 


in all Cauſes that are decided within his Diocefs. 
Our Moderator is Epiſcopus Præſes or Primus, the 
Preſident or Firſt of the Presbytery ; your Dioce- 
{an is Epiſcopms Princeps, ruling the Presbyters, as 
one both in Degree and Office above them. 

:- "Thirdly, Our Preſident or Chief Paſtor (as you 
call him) is Paſtor only of one Church or Flock, 
and diſcharges his Office; of Paſtor to that only, 
as his peculiar Charge. But your Dioceſan is (de 
Faſto) the any Paſtor of All the Churches or Con- 
gregations in the whole Diogels, which is counted 
1 — one particular Church of the jomei Species. 
And now, Sir, tell me upon Second Thoughts, 
whether our fort of Preſident and your Dioceſan be 
not ſufficiently diſtinguiſbed the one from the other, 
in theſe Things. If you {till ſay, they are the 
ſame : Then We being ordained by a Preſident 
with his Collegnes, ate ( aggarding to your pwn 
Brinciples) ordained by Biſhops the Apoſtles;Suc- 
ceſſors, and therefore our Ordination is not inva- 
lid. Thus Neum babemus conſitentem, you accuſe 
yourſelf as guilty of charging us falſly wich Uſur- 
pation. But you farther add, V 25 


r 


* If you dillixe the Word Biſhop, it-is Catho- 
ic and Apoſtolic; if you.dillike the Offce. it is 
DJ 2 Thus 


— 


God's 


« hs — RY 


('36 ) 
„God's Ordinance, by the Aſſertion of your own 
* Party. Bexa makes it an eſſential and perpe- 
e tual Part of God's Ordinance, to have one 
*,Chief in every Presbytery. His Words are 
* theſe, Eſſentiale fuit in eo de quo bic agimus, 
* guod'ex Dei Ordinatione perpetua neceſſe fuit, eſt, 
E exit, ut in Presbyterio quiſpiam & loco & digni- 
tate primus, actioni gubernandæ prafit, cum eo, quod 
ii Attribatum eſt jure x. This was eſſential in 
the Matter we have in Hand, that by God's 
* Ordinance which muſt always endure, it has 
been, is and ſhall be needful, that in the Pres- 
© bytery one Chief in Place and Dignity, ſhould 
% moderate and rule every Action, with that 
Right which is allowed him by God's Law. 
* 'Yea, Calvin himſelf ſays, Nec hamanum eſt In- 
4 wventum, ſed Dei iffius Inſtitutum, quod ſingulis 
fads aſſignamus Eccleſfias. Paulus Archippum Co- 
4 loſſenſium Epiſcopum commemorat +. It is not 
* Man's Device, but the very Ordinance of God, 
that we aſſign to every Man his Church. Pau 


* himſc1f mentioneth Arcbippus Biſhop of Coloſſus. | 


: Anſwer, 


The Word [ Biſhop] we do not diſlike, gor 
yet the Office, which in Sacred Scripture is ſigni- 
fied by it. That which - we diſlike. is, the Fre- 


ſumption of thoſe that appropriate the Name of Bi- 


ſhop-to an Office never known in Scripture-times, 
and deny it to thoſe who truly deferve that Title. 


If you will call the Moderator of a Presbytery by 
I the 
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the Name of Biſhop, 1 ſhall not gain-ſay it, pro- 


vided you grant the Presbyters to be his Collegues, 
and of the ſame Office with him. Such a Biſhop 
as this Beza pleads for in the Words by you al- 
ledged: And therefore 'tis very weat or unfair 
for you to confound the Dioceſan with-him; when 
Beza diſowns this, as well as Pleads for the other, 
as you cannot but know. So that your Prevari- 
cation or Ignorance in this Debate, will not Cre- 
dit your Cauſe, For I have told vou already, 
and ſufficiently evinc'd, that they differ toto Cœlo 
from each other, If you would be contented with 
a Preſidency or Epiſcopacy, ſuch as the Reverend 
and truly Learned Biſhop Uſher propoſed to King 
Charles the Firſt, as an Expedient to unite the 
Enpliſh Prote ſtants and Reform the Church, I 


believe few of the Nonconformif#s would refuſe to 


ſubmit to it. For my Part, I could readily com- 
ly therewith. But this Excelleat Biſhop in his 
ok (as is evident from many Expreſſions there- 
in*) ſuppoſes, Biſhop and Presbyter to be really 
of the ſame Office, and to differ only Grads, in 
Degree; not Ordine, in Order; as if they were of 
a Diſtinct Office. 

As to your Quotation out of Calvin, it ſerves 
not your Purpoſe at all; for his Aſſerting the Di- 
vine Right of a Biſhop or Presbyter over every 
Particular Church, is ſo far from favouring Dio- 
ceſan Prelacy, that it is directly contrary to ir, 
For if by Divine Right there muſt be a Presbyter 
or Biſhop over every Church (as Calviz affirms, 
and we are ready to prove, when you pleaſe) 

D 3 then 
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* Biſhop Uſher's KedaFion of Epiſcopacy, in Pref at. F, x. 2. 
and Prop. 1. | 


(88) 
then Dioceſans which engroſs to themſelves both 


the Name and Power of Biſtop and Paſtor over 
the whole Dioceſs, and make the Pariſhes to be but 
ſo many Parts of the Church, and their Incum- 
. bents to be no Paſtors or Biſhops, but Sub- half. 
Presbyters : Such Dioceſans, I ſay, are not by Di- 
vine Right, and conſequently Ordination by them 
is far from being Eſſential to the Miniſtry, 

And that a Preſidency in a Presbytery is not 
an Argument for Dioceſan Prelacy in the Judge- 
ment of the Frezch Churches (and therefore not 
of Calvin and Beza, who lived and died in their 
Communion ) appears thus. They always have a 
Prefident in their Synods and Presbyteries : And 
yet aſſert an Equality of all Miniſters of the Go- 
ſpel in the Conſeſſion of their Faith in theſe Words ?, 
We believe, that all true Paſtors in what Place ſo- 
ever they be, have the (ame Authority and equal 
Power ander one only Head, only Soveraign and 
only univerſal Biſhop Ft ſus Chriſt : And therefore that 
v0 Church ought to pretend to any Rule or Dominion 
over another. To conclude this Paragraph: If 
Preſidents of Presbyteries are the ſame with Biſhops, 
we then have Biſhops, and ſo we are agreed; 


Mr. F. [ 


Calvin further ſays, Equality breeds Fattions ||. 

** Subordination then in ſome, and Superiority in 
others, is as requiſite to Eccleſiaſtical - as Civil 
e Polity, without which Schiſm becomes as fatal 
A „ 


* Article 30. Nous ons tous vrais Paſteurs, en quelque 


lieu quils ſoiem 4 voir mime - yo 
if %, h. Lib. 4. e & Agale Puiſſayce, &c. 


C59) 
to the Church, as Rebeſſion is to the State. Sc 
e that/al} of us muſt ſubſcribe to the® grave Sei- 
A tence and judgment of St. Jerom; unleſs rhe 
“ Epiſcopad Pre- eminency of Authority and Office 
be preſerted. For faith he, To ſuppreſs the 


deeds of Diſſention, one was ſer above the reſt; 


other wiſe there would be, Tot in Etckſſis e mY 
65 enter Srbiſmata, quot Sacerdotes &. There would 
* be as wany Schiſms in the Chvrch, as there 
« are Presbyters; eſpecially, if every Presbyter 
& has. Power of Ordination intrinſecal to his 
Office by the Divine Right of Apoſtolical Inſti- 
**. tution, For what then would be the Uſe of 
* Ordination, but chiefly to propagate Schiſm? 
Roh - vile 2 ek. 112 


Anſwer: 


We are now come to your Forlorn Hope; but 


I doubt it will fail you. You here plead for Di- 
oceſan Prelacy from the Vereſſity thereof to prevent 


Scbiſm,- I ſhall evinee the-Weakneſi of this Pre- 
tence (how plauſible ſoever it appear) by theſe 
Following Particulars. 9 a 


Firſt, By whom was this Remedy againft Schiſm 
found ont? Not by Chriſt, nor his Apoſtles : For 
they do not tell us of any ſuch Expedient to pre- 
vent the growth of ſo ill a Weed as Schiſm; Tho? 
certainly, if they had thought it ſo good a Reme- 
dy, they would not have forgotten to preſeribe it 


for the Future Happineſs of the Church, For J 


doubt not, but our Saviour the Prince of Peace and 


his Apoſtles the Ambaſſadors of Peace, were as 


great Enemies to Schiſm as any Dioceſan now can 
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to thoſe Terms, which ( as they have no Reaſon 
for which they ſhould be urged, but the Will and 


(40) 

pretend to be. *T were well, if the Remedies pre- 

ſeribed in Scripture, had been 1500 faichfully ap- 
0 


plyed for the Cure of Schiſm, 
think themſelves ſo wiſe to invent better. 
. Secondly, If this Argument prove there muſt be 
Dioceſan. Biſhops to prevent Schiſm among the 
Presbyters, it will as ſtrongly prove there muſt be 
Arcb- Biſhops to prevent Schiſm among the Biſhops; 
and then Patriarchs to govern Arch-Biſhaps ;, and 
laſtly a Pope to prevent Schiſm among the Patri- 
archs. And thus by your profound Reaſoning, 
the Papacy will be eſtabliſhed over the whale Chri- 
ſtian World, by Vertue of the ſame Neceſſity 
which is pleaded for a Biſhop over his Dioceſs. 
Thirdly, Has Dioceſan Superiority - done any 
Good in preventing or curing any Schiſms ? Has 


re Men would 


it not rather been an Occaſion (at leaſt ) if not 


the Cauſe of the Increaſe. thereof ever ſince its 
firſt Erection? Witneſs the ſad. Accounts which 
Hiſtorians and other Eccleſiaſtical Writers give of 
the many Txmults that have been raiſed, and Sex. 


ditions ſtirred up by thoſe. that ambitiouſly firove 
for this Pre-eminence and Digaity. Witneſs alſo 


thoſe frequent  Excommunications of each other, 


and oftentimes for Trifles. Witneſs thofe ground - 


Teſs. Impoſitions of Thiags partly elleſag, peotly 


mi ſebie vous and burtſul, on the Conſciences of Chri- 


ſtians, wit hout the eat warrant from God's Ford or 
Right. Reaſon, under pretence of Decency and Or- 
der. By which Lording it over God's Heritage ( as 
St. Peter calls it, 1 Pet. 5. 2.) they have audaci- 
ouſiy preſum d to exclude many from Churcb- Com- 


munion, whom Chri Jeſus and his Apoſtles never 


excluded : And that meerly for refuſing to ſubmit 
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Plebſure of the Impoſers, ſo) were never preſcri- 
bed by our Lord. Hence are the Conſcrences of 
weak Chriſtians inſnared, and 'their Minds filled 
with perplexing Scruples, who ovght to have been 
received into the Churches Communion (if ſound 
in the Faith, and Holy in Life) without requi- 
ring needleſs and doubtful Things as the Condition 
of that Communion, Rom. 14. 1, 6, 13, 15, 17, 
18, 23. Hence Scbiſms and Di viſions, which have 
Rent the Church of Chriſt and ſplit it into ſeve- 
ral Parties, owe their Original (for the moſt Fart) 
to the Impoſitions of Dioceſan Prelacy. So that 
twould be well, if the Remedy had not prov'd 
worſe than the Diſeaſe. Whereas among the Re- 
formed in France, and the Scotch Churches, before 
the IntroduQtion of Prelacy amongſt them, there 
was more Union and Concord; leſs Errors and He- 


Wrefies than in any Prelatical Church in the World. 


Yet both theſe renounced all Subordination to Bi- 
hops as to a Superior Office, nor could ever ac- 
knowledge their Divine Right. | ST 
What you add, That if every Presbyter bad the 


4 Power of Ordination inberent in bimſelf, this would 
N rve for nothing but to propagate Schiſm. I Anſwer, 


ere is more Fear than Danger herein. For tho? 


ais Power belong to every Presbyter by Virtue 


af his Office, and may be exerted by him ſingly 
in — very great Neceſſity ( i. e. where = 
thers are to be had) yet Ordination is never 
(that 1 know) performed by any ſingle Presby- 
er, but always by ſeveral of them together, aſſi- 
ting and concurring in the Action. So that 
there is as much Security (at leaſt) in the united 
Care of many Prezbyters, and as little Danger of 
Miſtake, as when the Work is left to the /ole 
Management of the Dioceſan. For 1 don't think 


Infalli- 


(42) 


Isfallibility is intail'd on the Office of a Diaceſam ff of N 
more than on that of a Pe. and 


Mr. J. | 


e And although we find in the Acts and the 

* Epiſtles ( thoſe ſacred Records which give us 

& the firſt Path of Eccleſiaſtical Government, not 

*% fo obvious to the Eye, as when Church Practice 

© had trod it out in a beaten Road) we find, 

& J fay, in the Acts and the Epiſtles, the ſame i ter 
* Perſons ſometimes called Auxorce Miniſters, and: 4 
E ſometimes TewEmes Prebyters, ſometimes 8. Nörſt | 
* n, Biſhops; ſo that by the Signification .offf{ as y 
* Name, we have not the Diſt inction of Office: I is ind 
& Yet it is eaſie to obſerve, how Words commu ſel ves 
4 at the firſt, became appropriate in their Uſe, sent, 
and ſo in ſome Proceſs: of Time, even withinfresb! 
one Century of Years after Chriſt, the Diſtin- hure 
« ion of Office became commonly known by. thefrom 
4 Diſtinction of Name; Biſhops being appropriateſ veſt ed 
e unto him, who had an Apoſtolical Preſidbncuſ vell a 


** of Ordination and Juriſdiction in the Church. I. nen 
48. Aren * yo ire re 
Anſwer, ed Pr. 


N 7 


Whether the Church- Practice of too 
trodden out the Path of Ecdefraſtical Governmen 
znto a beaten Road, or has not rather by Degree botly 
wholly disfigur'd the Primitive Form of Church 
Goveramenr, - and cbang'd it into quite-- anotl 
thing, I ſhall not now any further Diſpute, ' | 
may partly appear by what has been already ſai” _ 
in Anſwer to the former Parts of your Letter«.. . 
Thar which you chiefly aim at in this Paragrar 


is to inſinuate, as if we argued: from an Identit 2 % 


- 
« Mt 


( 43) 
of Names to an Identity of Office between Biſhops 
and Presbyters. But this is a groſs Miſtake. 
For we affirm, and I have already proved ſuffici - 
.  « Nently, that not only the ſame Name, but alſo the 
me Work and Authority is attributed in Scrip- 
ture to the Preslyter, that may rightly be claim- 
ed by the Biſhop. That there is now a Diſtin- 
tion of Name and Order between them introdu- 
ed by meer Humane, Autbority without Warrant 
from God's Word, is no Proof, that the Presby- 
ter ought to be diveſted of any Part of his Work 
and: Authority, which by Divine Inſtitution did at 
firſt belong to him, The Apoſtolical Preſidency 
(as you call it) of Ordination and luriſdiction, 
Ji indeed by your Dioceſans arrogated to them- 
ſelves. By what Right beſides Humane Appoint- 
ment, you neither have proved, nor can prove. 
Presbyters the lacumbents of every Pariſh or 
Church are (in your Dialect) a different Species 
from the Scripture-Presbyter, who was really in- 
iateYueſted with a Rectoral Power over his Charge, as 
vell as Authority to Teach *, The Firſt of which 
1s: nam wholly taken from them, and themſelves 
Irre really but Medioxumi Presbyteri (as a Learn- 
ed Prelatiſt calls them) i. e. in our Language 
Mongrel Prie ts. Why then Presbyters ſhould 
bat only ſabmit to the Incroachments that are made 
won their juſt Power given them by Chriſt, but 
x*Ydotly plead beſides for their own 138 
#ould be an unintelligible Myſtery, did we not 
dnſider the ſtrange Influence that Prejudice and 
I latereſt have upon the Judgment. of 
—_ | of 
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7 11 | 
* 1 cloſe then with this ſure Inference from 
er the Premiſes, That this late Schiſm in our Ord- 
Church of meer Presbyters ordaining to the I Scrip 
r Miniſtry, as it, has not any clear Text of rad 
«Scripture to warrant it, nor any allowed Pra- 
«ice, of the Church to approve it, fo nor has 
& it any Argument of Reaſon to abet it; as be- 
* ing utterly repugnant to Apoſtolical Practice 
< and Precept. Now wboſoever receives their 
Ordination only from Presbyters, who have no 
power in themſelves to Ordain, they onght to 
© he reduced again into the State and Condition 
4 of Laicks; all their Mini terial Ads are Void 
© ard Null, and they run the Danger of that 
« Jre:dful Puniſhment that Nadab and Abibs did 
« ſuffer, when they offer'd ſtrange Fire unto the 
Lord *. | bp | 


5 

Anſwer. 
Sir, You run too faſt in calling that a ſure In- 
ference, which is not drawn regularly from wel 
proved Premiſes, as I hope I have made appear, 
that yours are not, So that Presbyters Ordain- 
ing Presbyters is no Schiſm, but a juſt Exerciſe 
of a Power which as traly belongs to them as 
Preaching the Word, and Adminiftring the Sacra- 
ments. And therefore not thoſe that rightly put W. 

bs - rth N 


— 


* 4s the Councils of Hiſpalis and Sardis heve Praftisd and 
determin d, Concil. Hiſpal. 2. Cap. 5. Concil. Sard. Can. 19» 
Levit. 10. 1, 2. 


"3 
forth that Power into Act, which belangs to; their. 
Office, are guilty of Schiſm: But thoſe who rob 


them of this Righe contrary to all Rules of Equi- 

ty and Juſtice, Gear Texts of Scripture * I have 

from ¶ produced to Warrant this Right of. Presbyters to 
z our Ordain, and therein the Practice of the Church in 
o the ¶ Scripture-times to approve it: (Whether that 
xt of Pradice be allowed by you or not, you beſt 
| Pra- Know.) I have alſo ſhewed good Reaſon to abet 
Yr has this Practice, vic. All Biſhops (ſuch as are de- 
as be- ¶ ſcribed in Scripture) have Power to Ordain. 
actice ¶ gut Presbyters are Biſhops ( ſuch as are deſcribed 
tbeir in Scripture f.) Therefore they have Power to 
ve no HOrdain. SKY 10 ror N 
ht to Thus I have anſwered all that you have alledged 
dition in Oppoſition to our Miniſtry: And conclude; 
Void I that all your Efforts in Order to invalidate. it, 
that ere vain and ſucceſleſs. Our Miniſterial Ads are 
by did Hot yet proved to be a Nullity Nor have yow 
o the given any good Reaſon hitherto, for the reducing 
| vs into the Condition of Laicks.. What you pro- 
duce out of the Canons of Two Councils for this, 

to ws of no weight, who have the Canon of God's 

Word to warrant us in the Exerciſe of our Office, 

re In- Nor ſhall we (I hope) by the Thunder of Men's 
n wel Canons be frigbted from fulfilling of that Miniſtry, 
pear which weſhave received: from the Lord. As to 
rdain- the Sin of Nadab and Abihu, it was very great: 
erciſe ¶ ud the dreadfulneſs of that Puniſhment they ſuf- 
m a er'd, makes us afraid to offer ſtrange, Fire unta 


Sacra. Ihe Lord. But, Sir, 1 am afraid, I might have 

y put k * wy * — ö 5 15 3 94.1 | g 4 6 1 s > good 
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k is 
— Reaſon to ire Tus the Caution, and to ic 
treat you to conſider, Whether Offering to God 
fuch' Ceremonies in Divine Worſhip, as are ant fi 
warranted in bis Word; be not very ure 10 
Sin of thoſe Sons of Aaron 461 


. Fe 


And now Six, I not only wiſh that I could 
4 perſwade you to un iz a Confeſſion ff i 
« of your Errors in General; but to an F, 
4 Goafefifion of | this Particular : It was: ven 
* ii the N of- meer Previyters to admit into te 
« Miniſtry, by Impoſition of Hands in Ordination. 
* Such a Palinodia' would be more acceptable to] fi 
0 God and good Men, than all Regions Wis 
ping of Mouths, -or Writing Toffatus his Vo- 
* ſumes, in a way of nn Jour Opij 
_— ons and Reg r 


"Tours, - | 


Jo. Jacques. 


\ 


dun. 


- As fur it ns an Heart, Lam Ji 
fung td ronfeſs' my Errors to God, not only in 
Stneren, but in Purtiaulur. Nor wowldd for 0 
fike (f a Party Uefenti any Tbing, which is 
trary to 'Trath-aud Pence. But I can ſee nothing 
in your Letter, that is likely to convince at 
Man of Senſe and Reaſon, that our Ordination 13 
Irregular; much - leſs ia Nullity, You ſhould the 


by t e Force of Reaſon firſt convi me of Error 
before you attempt to perſmade me to a Palinodi. 


or Recantutiom: Lek WR, an confeſſing 1 — | | 
ould 


in ond diſown, the. Truth. I ſhall therefore fill 
@ikinue to 9 bo my Opinions and Ac 
ings. ſo far as they are agreeable to God's Word, 
how diſagreeabie ſoever they be to the Sentiments 
"LN ices of After- Azes : Who have no Au- 
thority (that I know of ) to alter the Inſtitutions 
I God, and ſet up their -own Inventions in the 
Room thereof. Let me therefore, Sir, (if I may 
be ſo bold) iatreat you to Recant your Error, 
in aſſerting Dioceſan Ordination Eſſential to the 
Miniſtry, Let not the ſacred Name of Charb, 
nor the Bug- bear Name of Antiquity deter you 
from uſing your own Reaſon, in ſearching what 
an. ¶ Epiſcopacy and what Ordination are preſcribed in 
ſacred Writ. is ſafer to give Credit to Father 
· Pau ſpeaking by Divine Inſpiration, than to any 
Fallihle Men that have obtained that Title ſince. 
ini- We profeſs to be Preachers of God's Word, we 
both (1 preſume) allert againſt the Romavifts, 
it's ſufficiency for regulating all. Things in, the 
Chyrch of God, relating to Dodrine, Worſhip, Go- 
vernment_end Manners. Why then (if we Con- 
\ | form to the Directions of God's Holy Word) 
would we be much concerned, whether we agree 
with Councils and Fathers in the Matter of Church- 
Government and Diſcipline ; Seeing they were all, 
or moſt of them ſtained with many Errors, ac- 
AN Ker by Proteſtants to be ſuch ? The Au- 
thority, of. en will not be a ſufficient Plea at the 
Laſt Day, if we. embrace Errors { becauſe grave 
for Antiquity ) under the Notion of Catholic Do- 
Krine and ApoFolie Practice. Only God's Word 
is the Rule of our Practice in Eccleſiaſtical Mat- 
ters now: And that will be the Rule of Judge- 
meat bereafter. Having thus anſwer'd ( * 
fs u- 


| —_—_— - ih 
ſufficiently ) tb the Body of 7 Letter, r fat WW 


now IEEE, + | 
3 Sir, 3 A 5 
B32 51 0 94 'Yours to ſerye you, 
r | ** 22 
| Mr. 4 


| In PoRtſeript Your Letters will not deſerve 
| . ©: Anſwers, if they are as Void of Truth and 
© * Good Maaners, as your laſt was. 


Anſwer. 4 


Wberein my Laſt Letter 727 Lifogrecable t to 
2 Tratb in any one Paſſage of it, I cannot perceive 
upon an exact Review. If you pleaſe to tel me, 
| wherein I have wronged Truth, I ſhall freely con- 
. feſs my Miſtake (if there were any therein) tho 
it was not wilful, © or 
Neither can 1 perceive, wherein 1 have claſhed I: 
with Good Manners in the ſaid Letter. Is it, that I &;. 
I demanded a Proof of your harſh and uncharita- 
ble Charge againſt our Miniſtry ? If fo, 1 doubt, 
you will think me more unmannerly now. for ha- 
ving anſwer'd your Argvments and proved on 
were miſtaken. Perhaps tis becauſe I called your 
Doctrine Schiſmatica!. This indeed ſtems de. be 
the great uninannetlineſs 1 have committed. But 
if 1 can make it appear, that your Doctrine is re- 
ay ſo, then tis no unmannerlineſs to call it by 
it's own Name, That your Doctrine is fuch, I 
ſnall prove in Anſwer 90 your ſtort but r Epi- 

— wien here follows. ey 
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Ae. J. * Sir, 1 could never find, that any Nonconfor- 
ers. miſt heretofore did blacken the Church of Eng- 
land with that odious Name of Schiſm, as you 
*-have done in 8 Epiſtle. This your 
fry „Charge ſeems to be new, and in your Perſeve- 
erve e rance therein, you will be a Diſſenter from many 
and Ft of your own _ The Proof of ſuch an Opi- 
„nion in your Anſwer, 
Curious: Beware that you be not guilty of a 
Vile Slander, But it is no new Thing for a 
; © Prevbyterian to Saddle the wrong Horſe. 


le to 4 
ceive I ah. 20th. 16 2 
| me, 75 CJ) 10G H 95 
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Fo. Jacques. 


ok Sir, ves never find that any Confor miſt here- 
be fore id blacken any Proteſtant Miniſters with 
Nl at adiovs Name of Uſarpers, or called their Mi- 


viſtry a Nalliiy merely for want of Dioceſan Or- 
lindtlon, as you haye done both by Word and 


e WT. 1 neittier Thought, Spake, or Writ, 
But eat che Church of glad was a Schiſmatical 
re. urch! Nor gave the odious Name of Schiſm to 
by er. iu that Letter, which you call a ſcurrilous 
., For' this I Appeal to the Letter it. [elf 
Ebi. herein *tis eaſie to diſcern, that I'accuſe noxe of 
Pi Webiſm' but your” ſelf, and thoſe few, who eſpouſe 


he fame ſenſeleſs DoQrine which you have openly 
vouched. * Senſeleſs, 1 fay, to affirm Ordination by 

iprure-Biſhops to be 1 * meerly becauſe _ 
1 . ave 


er, doubtleſs will be extream 


ſtant Opinion of the Conformiſts, that Ordination h 


(59) 
have not concurred with age in Impoſition of Hands 
whoſe Office is founded only on Humane Conſtitution] 
So that in accuſing 705 6 Schiſm for eſpouſing thigh © 
monſtrous , Principle, I do. not accuſe. the Church 
of paid of Schiſm. For! think your ſelf (and 
thoſe few of this vbimſical Notion) are ſo far from 
being the Church of Eng land, that you cannot, 
without a Catachreſis be truly reckoned a Member 
of this Church. What therefore yon Defign. by 
this forged ho inuation; your ſelf beſt know, — 
others may Gueſs. 1 would not willingly vilife a 
whole Body of People for the Faults of ſome of it 
Members, leſt I ſhould, be guilty indeed of a wil 
Slander. I know, that it was heretofore. the cons 


Presbyters was valid; ( tho? they pretended it wa 
Irrepular) and he that ſhould go about to aſlenſſ} 
the Nullity of ſuch Ordination, would have bee 
look'd on "by Biſhops themſelves, and other Dig 
nified Clergy to be no. Friend to 'the Church, nor 

an hearty Enemy to Popery. If any that call them 
ſelves now Sons of the Chureh are of different Sen 
timents herein, I cannot help that. But ſhall n 
accuſe the Mother for the Degeneracy of ſome. fey 
of her Sons. Oftentimes a ;Good- 1 Mothe 


has, moroſe and perviſh Children: And it would ſter 


be hard meafure, if ſhe ſhoyld. be called gr: hy but 
becauſe ſome of her Sent aro. ſo. But J ho 20 
the Mather be Charitable, FF way notwith 10 wr 
gz without Banoo i The - tell Her Sons o disc 
their. Faults, and 2 them to imitate the Ne of © 
Ther's good Example. ——Tis Tor Doctrine we 
Sir, that I accu x; Sebi matical,. and now ſhal kde 


make my Charge by theſe following Arg = | 
Firſt, That Doctrine, that ing Aron ore igt 


Reformed . that have not Frelates, to 1 1 


cnt (51) 
itution vo true Churches, and their Miniſters to be no 
ig thigh true Miniſters, is Schiſmatical. Bur your Docttine 
Hurchl is ſuch, therefore it is Schiſmatical. The Afinor 
(and (that your Doctrine is ſuch ) you cannot deny: 
r trom For you ſay exprefly in your Letter, That whoſo- 
annot. ever receive their Ordination from meer Presbyters, 
lembei 4 their Afiniſterial Adds are void and Nall. Bot 
the Miniſters in the Reformed Churches receive 
their Ordination from meer Presbyters, as every 
Body knows. The A4qjor is evident: Seeing 
thoſe Churches that are without Dioceſan Biſhops: 
and thoſe Miniſters that are over them, have all 
the Marks of true Churches and true Miniſters 
laid down both in Scripture and Proteftant Wri- 
ters x. And if you deny this, I am ready to prove 
. 5 

Seconaly, That Doctrine which perſwades Chri- 
ſtians to withdraw themſelves from the Paſtor al 
Care of their Faithful Adiniſters, meerly becauſe 
they have not received Dioceſan Ordination, is 


it Sen Schiſmatical. But ſuch is your Doctrine, there- 
all ac fore it is Schiſmatical, |. Off) | 
ne fen The Minor, viz. That your Doctrine teaches 
Mothet ſuch a Separatien, appears by this. Such Mini- 


would ſters being really no Miniſters (according to you) 
ward but Uſurpers and Lay-men; and their Adminiftra- 
» the tions meer Nullitie: : It would be a neceſſary Duty 


tand in all Chriſtians under their Charge, utterly to 
ons o diſown them; ſeeing they can expect no Bleſſing 
e Me of God in attending upon the Mini try of thoſe, 
crrine whom he never commiſſion d nor ſent. Now con- 
7 -- ſhall fider with your ſelf, whether this would not be 
nts. il | E 2 fine 
oreigt _— | E 

wb — — 


pid. Article 19th and the 23d of the Church of England 
with Roger's Notes. | 
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(52) 
fine Doctrine to Preach to the Scotch, French 
Dutch. Proteſtants to tell them, they. mult ca## 0 
all their Ani ſters at once. What Confuſions and 
Schiſms, neglect of God's Worſhip, and all man- 
ner of Diſorders would abound, were your Do- 
arine but thoroughly follow'd ? You cannot here 


| find any Evaſion. For Ordination by Biſhops being 


by you made Eſſential to the Miniſtry, no Man 
can be a Miniſter, and yet want that which is Eſ- 


ſential to bis Office; (no more than a Body with- 


out a Soul can be called a Man) for that would 
be a notorious Contradictian even in Terms. 

Thirdly, That Doctrine which ingroſſes the Title 
of True Church and Miniſtry to a Party, and de- 
nies it to all others, is Schiſmatical and Factious. 
But your Doctrine engroſſes the Title of True 
Church and Miniſtry to a Party L viz. Miniſters 
ordained by Dioceſans and Churches under their 
Government J and denies it to all others in Scot- 
land, Holland, France, &c. Therefore it is Schiſ- 
matical. 


Let me add, That while you deny the Dutch and 


French Proteſtant Miniſters to be True Miniſters, 


and will not admit them bere to any Charge ( be they 
never ſo Learned, and willing to comply with 
you in all other Things) without ſubmitting to Re- 
ordination by 4 Biſhop ; while at the ſame Time you 
admit a Popiſh-Prieſt, that turns Proteſtant, with- 
out any New Ordination, becauſe he was Ordained by 
a Biſhop (tho' a Popiſh one:) You plainly hereby 
declare, what the Tendency of your Doctrine is. 


. © Fourthly, (Ad Hominem, ) That Doctrine 


which makes it impoſſible to be proved, that the 
Miniſters of the Church of England it ſelf are 
True Miniſters and not meer Lay-men, is Schiſ- 
matical. But your Doctrine is ſuch, therefore it 
e 


(33) 


That your Doctrine is ſuch, appears thus. 
dination by Biſhops is Eſſential to the Mi 
without which tis ( according to you) a meer 
Nullity. So that whoſoever cannot prove himſelf 
to be ordained by a True Biſhop, may (for ought 
he knows) be an Uſurper and Lay-man. Now, 
tho? you can tell by whom you were Ordained 


your ſelf, yet you. cannot (according to your Prin- 
ciples ) tell whether you be truly ordained or not. 


He that ordained you muſt have been a Bj 
rightly Ordained by another Biſhop; (if not Three 
and He by a Third; and ſo to the very Apoſtles 


in an uninterrupted Succeſſion of true Biſhops : 


Elſe yon are no true Miniſter, For the leaſt In- 
terruption or Failure in this Succeſſion do's, ac- 
cording to you, cauſe a meer Nullity. Then you 
muſt either Recant your odd Notion, or be forced 
(if you would be Conſiſtent with your ſelf) to 
turn Seeker, Now tell me, if you can, whether 
ſuch a Succeſſion as this be poſſible to be prov'd ? 
Are you ſure, none of your Predeceſſors, from 
whom you derive your Ordination, were Uſurpers 
that had Counterfeited their Orders? Nor guilty 
of ſuch Defects in their own Admiſſion, as would 
make their Adminiſtrations Void and Null ? Are 
you ſure, all of them were ordained by True Bi. 
ſhops ? — Has our Saviour left his Church at ſuch 
Uncertainties as theſe, whom to own as True Mini- 
ſters, and ſubmit vnto as his Commiſſion d Offi- 
cers? Or can any Man row (upon your Princi- 
ples ) enter upon the Office of the Miniſtry with 
any Aſſurance of a Bleſſing ? And not rather fear, 
leſt he ſhould be guilty of Vzz:ab's Sin, who in- 
vaded the Prieſt's Office, and was ſtruck * with 
be wh 0 E 3 | a Le- 
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* 2 Chron. 26. 16, 19. 


: Or- 


3 2 


4 ; S_ 
PPP —— — o—_ 
1 * 
C - 8 . _—_ 1 
* „ U —_ . * * - 


— * 
— — —— — — 
9 4 — «> . o 1 1 4 9 
* ww X * 4 * * 
as -. #4 CO UNC ol 


CST 

2 Leprofie ? What .a miſerable Condition were 
both Midiſters and People left in, if they ſhoold 
be ſo far infatuated, 'as do believe wur Doctrine? 
But P' add uo more on this; tho“ I cu eafly 
preſs it further. Only aſſuring you, chat I can 
—— oere Knot : Tho' you cannot according 
Principle, which you is angrily — for. 
Thus, Sir, 1 have no- proved you 
grilty of Schi/matival DoFvine : And in fo doing 
(let others judge) have ſet ehe Saddle on the Right 
ie. To wndhde, I wiſh what I have written 
muy convince you of rour Aiſtalet am Ducbarita- 
bleneſt. I ſhall Pray, that God would fill us all 
more and more with a Spirit of Love and mutual 
Forbearance : That while we ſeverally worſhip God 
according as we think moſt agreeable to the Divine 
Will, yet we may not be ſo raſh to Umcbarch one 
another for different Formalities in the Way of 
Admiſſion into the Church or Mmiſtry, — en- 
deavout to promote Concord and Peace amongſt 
all true Chriſtians, tho? we cannot come to be | in 
ell Thidgs of one Mind. [4 am 


Sir, 
Voor 
Ja. Waters. 


 Abſtead ”y an Anſwer to this my Letter, I re- 
—E only an Angry Epiſtle, which here fol- 
DoW. 


& » 


* Ar. Jacques bis Laſt Letter. 


1 16 Sir, Your profound Anſwer to my Letter | 
<< have received, and at my ſpare Hours it affords 


rang me 28 Mirth _ en Diverſion; but 
1 : S $9 N therein 
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(55) 
therein 1 Thought you would have vindicated 
* your malicious Aſperſion of our Eccleſiaſtical 
* Hierarchy, and that falſe Imputation of Schiſm 
and Error ſaucily diſcharged againſt our truly 
“Reverend and Learned Biſhops in this your ri- 
4 diculous Expreſſion, dix. Fer I am Confident, 
* that whatever is wanting in the Defendant, will be 
* ſufficiently ſupplied by the Goodneſs of the Cauſe *; 
e which will always ſtand firm againſt all the Impotent 
« Attacks of Error and Schiſm, tho gilded over with. 
&« great Names and ſplendid Titles. Your Explana- 
2rita. || tion of this Elegancy is greatly deſired. Certain- 
is all 1“ ly you wilfully play the Idiot in accuſing me of 
tua! 1 Schiſmy when I ſpeak the Senſe of our Church, 
God | © according to it's Canons and Conſtitutions. 
wins | © This. js pretty Shuffling, you diſcover the Sin- 
one | ©* cerity of your Profeſſion, You will preſently 
y of | © appear bare-faced, and I ſhall find, that old 
en- | © Arrius his Polluted Soul has had a Tranſmigra- 
>ngſt || © tion into Sir Jobn Presbyter's Body. 


y Yours. 
March 13th. 1694. 3 2 
| A J. Jacques. 


Io this ſpiteful Letter, I did not think it ne- 
ceſſary to return any Anſwer, as havin . 

in it relating to the Matter in Debate. Nor ſhall 

fol- I now take any farther Notice of it, than I have 

I already done in the Preface. If Mr. J. ſtill thinks 

fit to write after this Rate : I do not think it worth 

while to animad vert upon his Impertinent Sctib- 

ble; but ſhall ſpend my ſpare Hours in ſomething 

er 1 more profitable, 
ords iF_ WIES 019 Yo HIDES <7 


* The Good Old Caſe, 
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Appendix. 


pag. XX Hereas Mr. Facques Alledges (amongſt 
15. other things) againſt Ordination by 


Presbyters, the Ordination of the Seven Deacons, 


in which none but the Apoſtles laid on their Hands: 
I Anſwer'd, that it did not appear, that any other | 
Church-Officers were then preſent at Jeruſalem :J And 
conſequently, that this makes nothing againſt the 
Power of Presbyters to Ordain. l further add that 
there were at that time (I think) no other Church 
Officers at all actually conſtituted beſides the Apo- 
ſtles. For as to the Seventy Diſciples, there is not 
the leaſt Proof (as far as I can yet ſee) that their 
Cominiſſioa mention'd, Luk. 10. was any other 
than Temporary and preſently expir'd. Both they 
and the Twelve Commiſſion'd, Luk. 9. 12. were 
only ſent to proclaim to the Jews, that Chriſt: was 
come, and the Kingdom of Heavea was at hand, 
and to convince thoſe to whom they were ſent both 
by Word and Miracles, that Jeſus was the Mefſrah. 
The Chriſtian or Goſpel Church, (with its Wor- 
ſhip) was not yet ſettled till after the Reſurrection 
and Aſcenſion of our Lord to Heaven: Nor was 
the Jewiſh Church-State aboliſhed before the Death 
of Cbriſt. The Apoſtles therefore themſelves 
were not fully eſtabliſhed in the Execution of their 
Office till the Day of Pentecoſt, tho? they had re- 
c2iv'd their Commiſſion before, Matth. 28. 19, 20, 
21 And as to the Seventy, 'tis not mention'd at all 
in Scripture, that their Commiſſion was renewed, as 
| was 


| e 

was that of the Apoſtles. Tis true, it ſeems pro- 
bable that moſt of thoſe Seventy were Eſtabliſtrd 
afterwards in the Office of Evangeliſts *; (their 
work being much of the ſame Nature with that of 
Evangeliſts, while they diſcharged their Tempo- 
rary Commiſſion, Luk. 10.) and Mattbias and 
Barnabas in that of the Apoſtles. So that there is 
no Evidence, that there were any Officers to Or- 
dain the Deacons beſides the Apoſtles. How- 
ever, ſuppoling there were, tis not ſtrange that 
the Apoſtles only did Ordain them. For where 
there are Officers of different Orders, *tis Rea- 
ſonable that Ordination ſhould be performed not 
by the Inferior, but by the Superior. If there be 
preſent only one of a Superior Order, thoſe of an 
Inferior may Concur with him in this Work, (it 
being not Foreign to their Office) as was the Caſe 
of Timothy Ordained by Paul and the Presbytery. 
If the Superior Officer is not within reach; or will 
not Ordain without the Complyance (either of the 
Candidate or the Church) with Uncatholick & Un- 
ſcriptural Impoſitions : Then the Inferiors may and 
ought alone to Ordain thoſe who have nothing elſe 
wanting to Authorize them in the Execution of 
the Miniſterial Office, but a ſolemn Inveſtiture by 
laying on of Hands. | 
Let Mr. J. if he can ſhew vs an Apoſtle, and 
we will pay him the ſame Deference as the firſt 
Chriſtians paid to the Twelve Apoſtles. The Dio- 
ceſan (I have prov'd) is not He; therefore Presby- 
ters are now the hig heſt Church-Officers, that are 
in being, that can prove their Commiſſion from 

Chriſt, To them therefore it belongs to Ordain, 


3 and 
7 * Saravia indeed thinks all the 70 were made Evangeliſts or 
« 


Secondary Apoſtles by vertue of that Commiſſion mentioned Luk. 10. 
vid. Sarav. de Divers, Min. Grad. Cap. 4. 
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And thoſe that are Ordain'd by Dioceſant, are there. 


| 


hates” © : Tk 


8 


| . forg yalidly Ordain'd, becauſe thoſe Dzovnſars are 
3 _ Presbyters, not becauſe they are Dioceſans. Beſides if 
+.”  - 4 Dvoceſars ſhould be granted to have this Work in- 
* - truſted to them as Preſidents of the Presbytery, i 


that their Concurrence were (ordinarily) Neceſ- 
ſary in Impoſition of Hands: Yet they. muſt. lay 
the blame on their Vnſcriptural Impoſitions where- . 
with they have clogged Ordination, that Presby- 
ters do without them admit Candidates (duly quali- 
Fioaed and called) inte the Miniſtry upon Chriſtian | 
Terms without regairing any Submiſſion to things 
Unlawful or ſaſpected. n wigs” 77 
Pag. 16. Barnabas and Paul are ſaid, AM. 13. 
1, 2, 3. to have hands laid on them by the Church- 
Officers at Antioch, whereof ſome were Presbyters 
or Teachers. Tis certain, that Paul was immedi- 
ately called by Chriſt before this by a Voice from 
Heaven to the Apoſtolical Office. AF. 9. nor did 
I ever know any that doubted it. Yet he was ſepa- 
rated by ſome Presbyters, (as well as Prophets) to 
the Work of an Apoſtle amongſt the Gentzles in a 
pan manner by Faſting, Prayer, and Impoſition 
of Hands, So that, whether this were a Confirma- 
tion of him in his Office by a viſible Inveſtiture, as 
ſome think; or a ſolemn recommending bim to the 
Grace of God, as others judge, it proves fufficieatly 
that for which it is produced, via. That Presbyters. 
may Ordain, For he that may not lay on Hands in 
Ordaining a Perſon to a Sacred Office, cannot pre- 
tend to a right of laying on Hands to Confirm one 
already in an Office, or by a ſolemn Bleſſing of him 
do recommend him to the Grace of God: There 
Heing no good Reaſon for allowing the one and not 
the other. p 
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